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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE SELECT COMMITTEE of the House of Commons on 
land titles and transfer, which was nominated on Wed- 
nesday last, will not meet for the transaction of business 
until after Whitsuntide. 





FRom TWo VALUABLE LETTERS which appeared in Wed- 
nesday’s Z'imes, we are glad to observe that conveyancers 
are following the example set in our columns by Mr. 
Joshua Williams, Q.C., and Mr. Sweet, and are giving the 
public the benefit of their experience on the land registry 
question. One writer, whose initials seem to indentify him 
as the counsel to the Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty, 
gives an interesting account of the divers discourage- 
ments which, as an admirer of Lord Cairns’ Act, he met 
with inthe purchase by himself of a property which had 
been ‘previously placed upon the register. Notwith- 
standing that he settled his own conveyance, he found 
his solicitor’s bill larger, and the delay greater, than if 
the title had never been on the register. This is, prob- 
ably, the experience of everyone who has tried the system , 





and if clients of London solicitors find it tedious and 
expensive to have constant recourse to the Land Registry 
office, what must be the delay and expense occasioned 
to clients of country solicitors when every point has to be 
explained through the London agent? We. may, per- 
haps, be permitted to remind our readers that through- 
out the whole of the discussions which preceded the 

of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, we per- 
sistently pointed out that without local registries the 
Act could not succeed. It would have been oppressive 
and absurd in the highest degree to make compulsory 
a measure involving this increased expense and delay, 
giving no local facilities for registration, and which, 
moreover, contained no provision for allowing the re- 
moval of land from the register; but these very 
characteristics rendered it obvious that without com- 
pulsion the Act must be a failure. On the whole, 
we think the efforts of the profession should now 
be turned to secure the smaller advantage of security 
from fraud; and we are glad to see that Mr. Whitcombe, 
the learned editor of Prideaux, seconds in the Times 
the suggestion to this effect we ventured to make last 
week. The task, as he points out, is comparatively easy, 
for even the Middlesex registry in its present inefficient 
condition is sufficient to deter the forgers of deeds. All 
that is needed for this purpose is a simple and inex- 
pensive system of registering assurances, and it will be 
strange if Mr. Osborne Morgan’s very strong committee 
is not able to suggest such a system. 





We print elsewhere a very able letter from Mr. G. J. 
Johnson, of Birmingham, on the provisions of the Bills 
of Sale Bill now before Parliament. Living in a district 
where mortgages of mills or workshops with fixed plant 
and machinery are matters of constant oceurrence, Mr. 
Johnson sees very plainly, and expresses very forcibly, 
the results which are likely to flow if this Bill passes 
into law. The Bill proposes to provide that:— 

Every conveyance, mortgage, or assignment of lands 
or hereditaments, whereby the grantor or assignor, being 
an occupier of such lands or hereditaments, grants, con- 
veys, or assigns any trade fixtures, shall, so far as regards 
such trade fixtures, be subject to all the provisions of this 
fm, as if the same were a bill of sale to which this Act 
applies. 

n this section “ trade fixtures” means any fixtures which 
the grantor or assignor of such conveyance, mortgage, or 
assignment would, if he were a tenaat of the premises, 
have (as between himself and the landlord in the absence of 
special agreement) power to sever and remove. 


This is certainly an inaccurately worded clause, but 
its slovenliness is the least of the objections which may 
be urged to it. Ifit passes into law, the manufacturer 
who has built a mill, and placed fixed machinery in it, 
and desires to mortgage it, will be placed in this 
dilemma: he must either injure his credit by allowing 
the mortgage to be registered, or must be content to get 
so much less advanced on the property as is represented 
by the value of the fixtures removed and the damage to 
the building caused by their removal. The amount of 
the deduction which will be made on these grounds in 
most of the manufacturing properties in Birmingham 
Mr. Johnson has elsewhere estimated at nearly twenty- 
five per cent. What is there to compensate for this de- 
preciation in the value of manufacturing property ? 
There is a gain to the creditors of the mortgagees of 
manufacturing property who become insolvent, but it 
may fairly be doubted whether the debts of these 
creditors have been incurred on the faith of the debtor's 
being the owner of the fixed machinery; and, whether 
this is so or not, the gain to the creditors in the com- 
paratively small proportion of cases in which mortga- 
gees of mills and machinery become insolvent does not 
appear to afford any sufficient reason for revolutionizing 
the rule of law and seriously inconveniencing manu- 
facturers, 
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Ir 1s To BE HOPED that the important question whether 

an appeal lies to the Court of Appeal from the Queen’s 
Bench Division upon special cases stated by quarter 
sessions in matters not criminal—upon which the Court 
of Appeal was equally divided in Reg. v. The Overseers 
and Mayor and Corporation of Walsali—will be taken 
to the House of Lords. The question turns upon the 
construction of the 19th section of the Judicature Act 
of 1873, which provides that ‘‘the Court of Appeal shall 
have jurisdiction and power to hear and determine 
appeals from any judgment or order, save as hereinafter 
mentioned,’ of the High Court, “ subject to the provi- 
sions of this Act, and to such rules and orders of court 
for regulating the terms and conditions on which such 
appeals shall be allowed as may be made pursuant to 
this Act.” It is plain from the terms of this section 
that the general rule laid down by it is in favour of an 
appeal, and that the question in any particular case is 
whether such case comes within the exceptions or not. 
What are the exceptions contemplated by section 19 ? 
They are appeals from inferior courts, by section 45 
(except with leave); appeals in criminal matters, by 
section 47, and orders as to costs, by section 49. Of 
these three exceptions, the only one which could com- 
prehend the case is that dealt with by section 45. That 
section provides that the determination of appeals from 
petty or quarter sessions shall be final unless special leave 
toappeal be given. At first sight it might seem that the 
special case is included in this section, but two points 
must be borne in mind. First, the special case is stated at 
discretion only by the sessions, so that it is not, strictly 
speaking, an “appeal” at all; although, no doubt, com- 
monly so called. Secondly, the special case is ** brought 
up” on certiorari (see R. v. Chantrell, 23 W. R, 707), 
and for that reason is a ‘‘ proceeding on the Crown side 
of the Queen's Bench Division,’’ so as to fall within 
the words of order 62, which provides that “nothing in 
the rules shall affect the practice or procedure” in 
(inter alia) such proceedings. But whether an appeal 
lies or not, the machinery for appeal appears to be non- 
existent, for the original rules do not apply to Crown 
practice, and no Crown practice rules have been made 
since the Act. The neglect of the court to make rules 
applicable to such appeals cannot, however, take away 
what we imagine to be a substantive right of appeal 
given by section 19 of the Act of 1873. We cannot 
find any reported case in which an appeal in Crown 
practice has been entertained, but we understand that 
such appeals have been, in fact, entertained in two dis- 
tinct matters upon two distinct occasions—upon a 
refusal to grant a mandamus, and upon a refusal to 
grant a guo warranto. In the Hertford College case, 
we may remark, an appeal would have lain before the 
Act, as the proceedings were “on the record.” 





Vice-Cuancettok Matrys announced in court on 
Wednesday that he had refused to listen to the request 
of the Lord Chancellor, who wanted to deprive him of 
some of the causes in his list. It would appear how- 
ever, from the order of transfer we print in another 
column, and with which we have been favoured from an 
official source, that the Vice-Chancellor has been induced 
to change his mind, and that twenty causes are to be 
handed over to Vice-Chancellor Bacon, and re-trans- 
ferred for the purpose of hearing to Mr. Justice Fry. 





On Wednesday, on the motion of Mr. Osborne Morgan, 
th: following members were appointed as the select com- 
mittee on land titles and transfer :—Mr, Walpole, Mr. 
Lowe, the Attorney-General, the Lord Advocate, Mr. 
Gregory, Sir H. Jackson, Sir J. Kennaway, Mr. Shaw 
Lefevre, Mr. C. Lewis, Mr. A. Marten, Mr. P. Martin, the 
O’Conor Don, Mr. Ryder, Mr. Walter, Sir 8. Waterlow, 
Mr. P, Wyndbam, aud Mr. O. Morgan. 


——$_, 
——$—<—, 


THE PREROGATIVE OF THE CROWN To 
Te AND MAINTAIN A STANDING 
A : 


Wirn his usual acuteness, if perhaps with less than his 
usual learning, the Attorney-General went to the root 
of the constitutional question raised in the recent debate 
in the House of Commons, when he suggested that 
the clause of the Bill of Rights, which declares that 
“the raising or keeping a standing army within the 
kingdom in time of peace, unless it be with the consent 
of Parliament, is against law,” was not declaratory of 
the common law. It was a little unworthy of the occa. 
sion to raise, as other speakers did, quibbles as to the 
meaning of this clause—whether “ kingdom” meant the 
the now existing kingdom, or whether “ time of peace” 
meant a time of apprehended though not actual war—an@ 
so forth. The fact is undeniable that, at the time of 
the enactment of the Bill of Rights, the kingdom 
practically consisted of England only, and the enact 
ment must be assumed to have had reference to the then 
existing state of things. So, also, with reference to the 
recital in the Mutiny Act—‘ whereas the raising or 
keeping of a standing army within the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland in the time of peace, unless 
it be with the consent of Parliament, is against law; 
and whereas it is adjudged necessary by her Majesty 
and this present Parliament that a body of forces should 
be continued for the safety of the United Kingdom and 
the defence of the possessions of her Majesty’s Crown, 
and that the whole number of such forces should consist 
of 135,452 men . . exclusive of the numbers actually 
serving within her Majesty’s Indian possessions ”—it 
is almost trifling to suggest that the words “‘ United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland” in the first 
recital include all ‘her Majesty’s dominions abroad.” 
The question seems to be concluded by the separate 
specification in the second recital of “‘ the United King- 
dom” and “the possessions of her Majesty’s Crown.” 
It is better to admit at once that the Bill of Rights and 
the first recital of the Mutiny Act are limited to the King- 
dom of England and the United Kingdom respectively. 
The second recital of the Mutiny Act raises a much more 
serious question, especially when taken in connection 
with the fact that formerly a distinction appears 
to have been drawn in the Mutiny Acts between 
the numbers of the army kept on foot for “the ... 
safety of the kingdom, and also a certain number of 
troops for the defence of . . . possessions beyond the 
seas belonging to the Crown of Great Britain,” the 
number for each being fixed by a numerical vote of 
“ not exceeding,” for each foreign possession, for one 
year, a certain fixed number. It would seem to be 
the fact, at all events, that Parliament has treated the 
numbers of the whole of the army in the service of the 
Crown as being under its direct regulation, for unless 
Parliament assumed that it had power directly to 
control the “‘whole number” of “such forces ”—i.¢q 
not only the forces “continued for the safety of the 
United Kingdom,” but for “the defence of the pos- 
sessions of her Majesty’s Crown,” it is difficult to under- 
stand why this recital should have appeared year after 
year in the Mutiny Acts. The only exception is of “ the 
numbers actually serving within her Majesty’s India» 
possessions,”’ 
But supposing it were admitted that neither the Bill of 
Rights nor the recitals in the Mutiny Act contain any- 
thing to restrict the Crown from raising an army outside 
the United Kingdom, what is there to show that the 
prerogative of the Crown at common law extends to 
raising and maintaining a standing army ? What is 
there to prove that the enactment in the Bill of Rights 
was not declaratory of the former law? The Bill of 
Rights itself declares that the “said lords, spiritual 
and temporal, and commons... doin the first place 
(us their ancestors in like case have usually done) for 





the vindicating and asserting their ancient rights and 
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liberties declare, &c.” ‘The Lord Chancellor appears to 


OT have relied on the preamble to the Act of 13 Car. 


9, 8. 1, c. 6, which recites that “ within all his Majesty’s 
yealms and dominions the sole supreme government, 
eommand, and disposition of the militia, and of 
all forces by sea and land, and of all forts and 
places of strength is, and by the laws of England 
ever was, the undoubted right of his Majesty, and 
his Royal predecessors, Kings and Queens of Eng- 
land, and that both or either of the Houses of Parlia- 
ment cannot nor ought to pretend to the same. . .— .” 
But, with great deference, we venture to think tha 
there is 2 most clear distinction between the right of the 
Crown to the command of the forces raised and the right 
toraise forces, and it is the former only which is here 
referred to. The Attorney-General contented him- 
self with making a quotation of very uncertain sound 
from Hallam, to the effect that “the most questionable 
proposition [in the Bill of Rights], though at the same 
time one of the most important, was that which asserts 
ihe illegality of a standing army in times of peace unless 
with the consent of Parliament. It seems difficult to 

reeive in what respect this infringed on any man’s 
wg tivate right, or by what reason (for no statute could be 
ptetended) the King was debarred from enlisting 
soldiers by voluntary contract for the defence of his 
dominions, especially after an express law had de- 
¢lared the sole power over the militia, without giving 
any definition of that word, to reside in the Crown.” 
This is a slight basis on which to rest the prerogative 
contended for by the Attorney-General. It is to be 
remembered that, before the passing of the Bill 
of Rights, Parliament neglected no opportunity of 
checking the assertion of this prerogative by the 
Crown. If proof were needed of this, we might refer 
to the resolution of the Commons in 1667, when 12,000 
troops were levied for the Dutch war, requesting the king 
to disband them immediately on the conclusion of peace ; 
to the resolution of the Commons in 1673, “‘ that the 
continuing of any standing forces in the nation, other 
than ths militia, is a great grievance and vexation to the 
people” ; and to the fact that in 1678, when Charles II. 
levied 20,000 men, the Commons refused to vote supplies 
unless they were disbanded. The Attorney-General can 
hardly have forgotten, too, that one of the articles of 











accusation framed by the Commons against Lord 
Clarendon, in 1667, was that he ‘‘ hath designed a stand- 
ing army to be raised, and to govern the kingdom there- 
by.” We write before the last night’s debate has been 
reported; but hitherto, so far as we can see, there has 
been no sufficient proof of the prerogative claimed for 
the Crown, which would involve this result, that all the 
135,452 troops authorized by the Mutiny Act might be 
summoned to England and their places in the “ posses- 
sions beyond the seas” supplied by Indian troops. 








At a meeting of the Howard Association, held on 
Wednesday, one of the committee reported that on visiting a 
provincial prison some years ago, he found one of the 

risoners probably awaiting trial busily engaged in writing. 
On inquiring into the nature of his literary Jabours, he was 
informed that it consisted in the composition of sermons for 
clergymen outside. 


On the 16th inst., in the House of Commons, Mr, Waddy 
asked the Under-Secretary for the Home Department 
whether the annual councils of the judges of the Supreme 
Court provided by the Judicature Act had been held, and 
whether they had reported in favour of any amendment or 
alteration of the Act. Sir M. W. Ridley said that he had 
been informed that since the passing of the Judicature Act 
rules of court had been passed from time to time, and all the 

of the councils had been laid before Parliament. 

he councils had been held on November 20, 1876, and 
ber 15, 1877, It had been considered that, in view of 

the recent character of the Act, it was not expedient to re- 


THE BYE-LAWS OF RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


Iv has been more than once hinted of late by persons 
high in office that the relations between railway com- 
panies and the public must sooner or later be considered 
by Parliament as a whole. When the question comes up 
for discussion, we hope that the present powers of the 
companies to make bye-laws will not be overlooked. 
The case of Bentham v. Hoyle (26 W. R. 314, L. R. 3 
Q. B. D. 289) curiously illustrates the present difficulties 
of the situation in the matter of bye-laws. It is 
common enough for offenders to be brought up in the 
police-courts for being guilty of the dishonest trick of 
eluding payment of fare. But it is plain that in the 
hurry of railway travelling many persons of undoubted 
respectability must frequently find themselves in a rail~- 
way carriage without a ticket, and such persons are 
in this predicament. The Act of Parliament which 
applies to their case (the Railway Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, 8 Vict. c. 20) provides the penalty 
of 40s. in the case of an intent to avoid payment 
of fare. The bye-laws of the companies provide 
the same and a further penalty, but do not make the 
fraudulent intention so much an element of the offence. 
In numerous cases, of which Dearden v. Townsend (L. B. 
1 Q. B. 10) is the best known, the meaning of such a 
bye-law has beer considered. Dicta are conflicting, but 
both Dearden v. Townsend and Bentham v. Hoyle seem 
to be express decisions that without fraud there is no 
punishable offence at all. “We propose shortly to examine 
the statute and the bye-laws by the light of the judgment 
in Bentham v. Hoyle, which we may remark differs from 
Dearden v. Townsend in having arisen under a differently 
worded bye-law. The “model code” of bye-laws now 
in force is of comparatively recent date. - 

By section 103 of the Railways Clauses Act, 1845, “i9 
any person travel. . . without having previously 
paid his fare and with intent to avoid payment thereof, 

. . every such person shall, for every such offence, 
forfeit to the company a sum not exceeding forty 
shillings.” By sections 108 and 109, read together with 
3 & 4 Vict. c. 97, ss. 8, 9, all railway companies may 
make bye-laws for regulating travelling upon their rail- 
ways, which bye-laws must be submitted to the Board 
of Trade before confirmation, before they have any 
force, and must not—this latter provision is, of course, 
in affirmance of the common law—“ be repugnant to the 
laws of that part of the United Kingdom where the 
same are to have effect.” ‘‘ Any person,” it is added, 
“ offending against any such bye-law shall forfeit for 
every such offence any sum not exceeding five pounds, to 
be imposed by the company in such bye-laws as a penalty 
for every such offence.” It remains to state the bye-law. 
It runs thus :— 

“« Any person travelling without the special permission 
of some duly-authorized servant of the company, in @ 
carriage or by a train of a superior class to that for which 
his ticket was issued, is hereby subject to a penalty not 
exceeding forty shillings, and shall, in addition, be liable to 
pay his fare according to the class of carriage in which he 
is travelling from the station where the train originally 
started, unless he shows that he had no intention to 
defraud.” 

The facts were simply that Mr. Bentham was convicted 
in a penalty of 10s. under this bye-law for travelling in 
a first class carriage with only a second class ticket, but 
it was found as a fact that he had no intention to 
defraud. The judgment of the Court (Cockburn, C.J., 
and Manisty, J.), was that the conviction must be quashed, 
The Lord Chief Justice—who happens to have been a 
member of the court which decided Dearden v. Townsend 
—said that the words, *‘ unless he shows that he has no 
intention to defraud” might, in point of grammar, 
apply either to the whole of the bye-law, or ouly to the 
latter part of it, which imposes the obligation to pay 
“whole fare.” If they applied to the whole, the con- 
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law itself, inasmuch as absence of fraud had been 


found as a fact. Ifon the other hand—as the learned 


judge inclined to think—the words applied to the latter 


part of the bye-law only, the bye-law was unreasonable, 
chiefly on the ground that “‘ there must be, in point of 
reason: @ mens rea to warrant charging people with 
offences and convicting them on such charges, in addition 
to the offences under the Act of Parliament.” Mr. 
Justice Manisty, though not having the doubt as to the 
construction, thought it ‘‘ beyond all doubt unreason- 
able,” 

We have very little doubt that this decision is right, 
but it is curious to observe that neither the early case of 
Chilton v. London and Croydon Railway Company (16 
M. & W. 212), nor the later Irish case of Barry v. 
Midland Great Western Railway Company (17 Ir. C. L. 
103), nor the very recent case of Brown v. Great 
Eastern Railway Company 25 W. R. 792, L.-R. 2 
Q. B. D. 406) was cited in the course of the argument, 
Dearden v. Townsend being, in fact, the only case 
referred to. Each of these cases contains some sort of 
intimation from at least some members of the court 
in favour of a similar bye-law, though in none of these 
cases was if necessary to decide the express question 
whether such a bye-law was reasonable or not. 








General Correspondence. 


BIELS OF SALE BILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—As you were good enough to reprint in your im- 
pression of the 23rd of March a letter of mine to Mr. 
Sampson S. Lloyd, M.P., containing some observations 
on the clause in this Bill rendering necessary the regis- 
tration of all mortgages affecting trade fixtures, I ask 
leave to draw your attention to the provisions of the 
Bill as now amended in committee and passed by the 
House of Commons. 

I am told by a member of the House who has taken 
an interest in the matter, that the clause in the Bill 
against which I argued in my letter was tried to be 
amended so as to meet the objections urged against it, 
and, that being found impossible, it was at one time struck 
ovt, but in some mysterious manner suddenly reappeared 
in the Bill on the report in this altered form. 

“Every conveyance, mortgage or assignment of lands 
or hereditaments, whereby the grantor or assignor, being 
an occupier of such lands or hereditaments, grants, con- 
weye or assigns any trade fixtures, shall, so far as regards 
such trade fixtures, be subject to all the provisions of 
this Act, as if the same were a bill of sale to which this 
Act applies. 

“In this section ‘trade fixtures’ means any fixtures 
which the grantor or assignor of such conveyance, mort- 
gage, or assignment, would, if he were a tenant of the 
premises, have (as between himself and the landlord in 
‘the absence of special agreement) power to sever and 

gemove.” 

This as it now stands is a very great improvement in 
form on the clause as it stood when it went into commit- 
tee, but it still leaves something to be desired in that re- 


1. The first words “Every conveyance, mortgage, or 
assignment,” are inaccurate. A mortgage may be either 
a comveyance or assignment, according as the property is 
freehold or leasebold, and the words should clearly be, 
“every conveyance or assignment, whether absolute or by 
way of mortgage.” 

2. “ Whereby the grantor or assignor, being an occu- 
pier of such lands or hereditaments, grants, conveys, or 
assigns any trade fixtures.” The word “occupier” has 
been very properly substituted for the word “ tenant” 
in the bill as last printed. No grantor or asignor could 


= 


question. If a grantor, being also the occupier, 
purposes of trade or otherwise, will pass as a matter of 
course without being expressly named, just in the same 
way as every brick forming part of the walls will pass, 
Is that a grant of the fixtures ? If so, thenif, as.is some. 
times the case, a freeholder or leaseholder sells his 
perty and remains in possession as tenant to the pur. 
chaser, such a conveyance must be registered as a, bill of 
sale to pass.the fixtures. 

But in the more common case of equitable mortgages 
by deposit of deeds, without any memorandum in writ- 
ing, the same question again recurs; is thata “ 
conveyance, or assignment” of the trade fixtures? No 
assistance on this point can be got from the 10th clause, 
requiring an agreement or memorandum to give a. bill of 
sale to be registered. At least, if the decisions as to 
registration of deeds in Middlesex are to be followed, ag 
to which it has been decided that a mere deposit 
without writing does not require registration, this 
absurdity results, that while a legal mortgage: would re- 
quire registration, an equitable mortgagee would have 
his right determined by the law as it at present. stands 
outside the Act—that is to say, the fixtures would. pass to 
him. 

3. With respect to the definition clause, put. shortly, it 
means two things (1) “ trade fixtures are to include all 
fixtures which a tenant can remove as against his land- 
lord (7.e., all tenants fixtures, whether put up for purposes 
of trade or not); and (2) where there is no tenant the 
owner is to be assumed to be tenant, for the purpose of 
creating an ideal right of removal which does not exist 
in fact. 

In the face of such a proposal—which, as just observed, 
is sufficiently ample in its terms to include the case of 
every conveyance or assignment (and they are not infre. 
quent) where the vendor remains in occupation, and be. 
comes. tenant—it becomes necessary to enquire what is 
the mischief proposed to be remedied? This, namely, 
that trustees under bankruptcy or liquidation petitions 
and execution creditors cannot, as the law now stands, 
take away from a mortgagee of freehold or leasehold 
property any of those things which, being fixed to the 
property, are, so long as they are fixed (and although 
liable to be removed in certain events), deemed to pass 
with the property. 

Why should trustees and execution creditors have the 
right to take the fixtures any more than the lands or 
buildings to which such fixtures are attached ? Only by 
a false analogy between fixtures and household furniture 
and other chattels of a like kind. If you see a man with 
a shop full of stock, or a house full of good furniture, you 
are as much justified in the presumption that he is the 
owner as if you see him with an umbrella. Either may 
belong to another person, but the fair presumption in 
both cases is that the possession and the ownership go 
together, and when the ownership is severed from the 
possession a deception is or may be practised on his 
creditors. But if you seea man in possession of a house 
or manufactory you do not, therefore, presume that he 
is the owner. The presumption is notoriously the other 
way. Before you give him credit on the faith of such 
possession you inquire aa to his title, and if you do that 
you can ascertain what his interest in the fixtures is as 
easily as what is his interest in the property to which 
the fixtures are attached. 

Unless and until the Legislature sees fit to require 
compulsory registration of all mortgages, why should 4 
mortgage require to be registered in order to pass the 
accessory fixtures, when it does not require to be 
registered to pass the property to which they are 
affixed? 

It is not to be doubted that in afew cases trustees and 
execution creditors would derive an advantage from 
being able to strip a manufactory of all the removable 
fixtures to the prejudice of the mortgagee. But consider 





be tenant to himself. But the words still raise another 


the other side of the matter, Yor the sake of the advan. 


his freehold interest, all the fixtures, whether put. up for 
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‘tage to all or some only of the creditors of the small per 
centage of all the mortgagors in England who are insol- 
vent, it is. proposed permanently to. depreciate all the 
manufacturing property in the:country, If a banker is 
now asked to lend a manufacturer murey on security of 
his manufactory; the. banker knows that he can claim all 
the fixtures, and no part of them can be removed to the 
detriment of the property without his consent. After 
next New Year’s-day, if this Bill passes, the manu- 
facturer will be told by his banker, and by everybody 
elée from whom*he wants to borrow money, “My dear 
ir, I can only lend as much on your manufactory as 
the shell of it will be worth when your trustee or execu- 
tion creditor has stripped it of all the fixtures and fixed 
machinery.” In other words, the value of such a 
security is now the buildings plus the fixtures. After- 
wards, it will be the buildings minus the fixtures and 
minus the.damage done by the tender handling of bum- 
bailiffs and brokers in their removal. And this sort of 
dogislation is supposed in these hard times to be a benefit 
to the manufacturer and commercial classes ! 

But'I submit that this question has already been 
settled by experience. The law, as I contend it should 
be, viz., that.a conveyance. or assignment, whether abso- 
dute.or by way of mortgage, should pass all the fixtures, 
was never doubted from Colgrave v. Dios Santos, in the 
year. 1823, until Begbie v. Fenwick, in 1871. It was 
reviewed. after the passing of the Bills of Sale Act, 1854, 
and decided by Lord Hatherley, then Vice-Chancellor 
Wood,.in Boyd v. Shorrock (16 W. R. 102, L. R. 
5 Eq. 57), to apply to pass the fixtures even in 
the case of a leaseholder who as against his land- 
Jord had power to remove such fixtures. During 
all this time the decisions were uniform, and yet 
no application was made to the Legislature to alter 
the law. In the cases of Begbie v. Fenwick and 
Hawtrey v. Butlin, first Vice-Chancellor Malins, and 
then the Court of Queen’s Bench, stumbled over the 
word “ fixtures” in the interpretation clause of the Bills of 
Sale. Act of 1854, and the mischief culminated in Ex 
parte Daglish, In re Wilde (21 W. R. 803, L. R. 8 
Ch. App. 1072). From this time all the confusion and 
difficulty dates. Fortunately, the latter decision was 
speedily modified by Hx parte Barclay, In re Joyce (22 
W: R. 608, L. R. 9 Ch. 576), but until it was so modi- 
fied it created great consternation and alarm. By this 
‘case, and the subsequent decision of the House of 
Lords in. Meuw v. Jacobs (23 W. R. 526, L. R. 7H. L. 
481), it appears. to. be now settled that.“ fixtures ”’ in the 
Bills. of le Act, 1854, means fixtures dealt with 
separately from the land and buildings to which they 
are‘affixed, and that a separate assignment of them is a 
separate dealing. The Manchester Law: Association, 
naturally: annoyed with this fluctuation of authority, 
advocate the clause which would for all purposes make 
fixtures personal chattels. So far as I know the opinion 
of my brethren in the provinces, we should solve the 
difficulty just the other way, and should propose either 
to strike out the word “‘ fixtures” from the category of 
personal chattels as detined by the Bills of Sale Act, 
1854, and this Act, or to add to the word “ fixtures,” the 
words “ assigned separately from the land and buildings 
to which they are affixed.” 

_ Whichever mode of solving the difficulty be adopted 

dnconveniences and hardships will occur, but I venture 

to say that if this Bill passes tho commercial community 

will find the balance of hardship to be altogether on the 

side of the measure which is being urged forward in their 

Supposed interests. GQ J. Jounson, 
Birmingham, May, 1878. 





POST-OFFIO“ MONBY ORDERS. 
[To the Hditor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—At page 551 you report the caso of vans & 
Salmon v, Smith, in’ the Wandsworth. County. Court, 
wherein the’ judgo ruled (1) that a Post-offloe order was 


a negotiable instrument, and (2), as-such, was liable to 
stamp duty. 

Itis true the judge, while thus deciding, expressed 
much doubt upon the case, and gave leave to appeal ; 
but, as regards the (collateral) question of stamp duty, 
he possibly overlooked the case of Reg. v. Gilchrist 
(1 Car. & M. 224). In that case the judges were of 
opinion that a Post-office order was a good money order 
notwithstanding the want of a stamp, the usage of the 
Post-office of, inter alia, issuing them without a stamp 


being sanctioned and legalized by the 3 & 4 Vict. c. 96. 
VERITAS. 





TOUTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I enclose an extract cut from a Liverpool paper. 
Perhaps if publicity were given to such a shameful prac- 
tice it might do good. An ArtiIcLED CLERE. 


Liverpool, May 18. 
[The following is the extract referred to :— 


LAW.—All Persons having rights, sound hothin Lawand Equity, 
but who are deterred or prevented by deficient means from their 
effectual realization, can secure the energetic co-operation of a solicitor 
of tact and longexperience. All costs out of pocket wi!l be provided 
in approved causes, and no charge or costs whatsoever made or pre- 
ferred against the client, upon condition of an agreed share of the 
proceeds being received by such solicitor as remunsratioa.—Lex, No. 
5, Date-street, r-street, Liverpool. 





Cases of tite Geek. 


BAanxrurrcy—ReputeD OwnersHip—OgpDsr AND Dis- 
PosITion—CHosz IN ACTION—PoLiIcy or AssURANCE— 
Banxrvptcy Act, 1869, s. 15, suB-section 5.—In a case of 
Ez parte Tbbetson, heard by the Court of Appeal on the 16th 
inst., the question arose whether a policy of life assurance 
is a “ thing in action” within the meaning of sub-section 
5 of section 15 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. The registrar 
had held that it is not. Sub-seotion 5 of section 15 pro- 
vides that ‘‘ things in action, other than debts due to” the 
bankrupt (being a trader) “in the course of his trade or 
business, shall not be. deemed goods and. chattels. within 
the meaning of this clause.” The liquidating debtor had 
deposited some policies. of insurance on his own life with 
his bankers, to secure a debt dae from: him to them, 
Afterwards he entered into a written agreement with a 
mortgage creditor to give him a charge upon the policies 
(subject to that of the bankers) as a collateral security 
for the mortgage debt. At the commencement of the:liqui- 
dation the policies were still in the hands of the bankers, 
whose claim had not been satisfied, and no notice of the 
mortgagee’s claim had been given either to the bankers or 
to the insurance company. The mortgagee applied to the 
court for an order declaring that, subject: to the rights of 
the bankers, he was entitled to the policies as against the 
trustee in the liquidation. The registrar held that the 
policies did not come within the exception contained in 
sub-section 5, and that they were in the order and disposi- 
tion of the debtor at the commencement of the liquidation, 
and he dismissed the application. In support of his order, 
it waa urged that it had never yet been decided that a 
policy of assurance. is.a ‘‘thing ia action” within the 
meaning of sub-section 5, but that the Chief Judge, in Br 
parte Union Bank of Manchester (19 W. R. 873, L. R. 12 
Eq. 354),. held that shares in a joint stock company, which 
were registered in the name of a bankrupt at the date of 
hia:adjudication, were not things-in action within the 
meaning of that and it was contended that the 

| prinaiple of that decision applied equally to the case of a 
Polioy of assurance, The Court of Appeal (Jéssel, M.R., 
and James‘and Bramwell, [.JJ.) were clearlpof eT 
that a policy of assarance ie.a “thing in action.” Jessel, 
M.R, asked by what other name it could be called. He 
said, too, that it was unnecessary to express any opinion 
about shares, but he coutd well conceive that some shares 
might be “things in action,” while others might not be. 
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Court oF BANKRUPTCY—JvURIsDICTION—“‘ PROPERTY” 
—Destor To BANKRUPT—Banxkruptcy Act, 1869, ss. 65, 
66, 72, 98.—In a case of Ex parte Dickin, decided by the 
Court of Appeal on the 16th inst., the question of the juris- 
diction of the Court of Bankruptcy was again discussed. 
The facts were in substance as follows :—Mannfacturers at 
Bradford consigned goods to brokers in London for sale by 
them on commission. It was arranged that the brokers 
should accept bills drawn upon them by the manufacturers 
for a certain proportion of the price of the goods. The 
manufacturers were to provide funds to meet the bills at 
maturity, and to keep the brokers out of cash advances, and 
if this was not done the brokers were to have the right to 
sell the goods in order to provide themselves with funds to 
meet their acceptances. The manufacturers drew upon the 
brokers four bills, respectively for £72C, £400, £300, and 
£750, which were to fall due, respectively, on the 28th 
of March, the 15th of April, the 19th of April, and the 17th 
of May, and the brokers accepted these bills. On the 28th 
of March the brokers paid the bill for £720, which became 
due on that day. They had already sold some of the goods, 
and had received the price, amounting to £271. They 
wrote to the manufacturers on the 3rd of April, asking to 
be put in fuads to cover what they had paid, and, in reply, 
they were informed that the manufacturers had on the 28th 
of March filed a liquidation petition. On the 7th of April 
the brokers sold the remainder of the goods, and they 
received the price in two sums—viz., £417 on the 9th of 
April, and £1,147 on the 11th of April. These sums, to- 
gether with other moneys of their own, the brokers paid 
into their bankers. On the 15th of April the bill for £400 
fell due, and on the same day the brokers filed a liquidation 
petition. They had not paid the bill, and the balance to 
their credit at their bankers was only £36. Their creditors 
agreed to accept a composition of 7s.in the pound. The 
trustee of the manufacturers was not a party to the com- 
position, and was not bound by it. The holders of two of 
the bills received the composition from the brokers, and 
also claimed to prove against the estate of the manufacturers. 
The trustee of that estate applied to the county court for an 
order that the brokers should pay to him the balance of the 
sums which they had received by the sale of the goods, 
after deducting the £720 which they had paid for the first 
bill, and the amount of the composition which they had paid 
upon the other bills. The judge (Mr. Daniel, Q.C.) made 
the order asked for, on the ground that the brokers had 
been guilty of a breach of trnst in mixing the moneys 
arising from the sale of the goods with their own moneys, 
and using them for their own purposes. The chief judge 
was of opinion that the brokers had adopted the course 
which was proper in carrying out their business as factors, 
and be discharged the order of the county court. When the 
appeal from his decision was opened, the court (Jessel, M.R. 
and James anc Bramwell, L.JJ.) raised the question 
whether the Court of Bankruptcy had any jurisdiction in 
such a case, and apon this point the decision of the appeal 
turned. It was contended that section 72 of the Act gave 
the Court of Bankruptcy ample jerisdiction to decide the 
question, it being a question arising in a “‘case of bank- 
ruptcy,” and it being “expedient or nec ” to decide 
it “for the purpose of making a complete distribution of 
the goed ” of the liquidating ine section 4 of the 
Act defining “property”’ as including “money, goods, 
things in action, land, and pe | description of Maes 
whether real or personal; also obligations, easements, and 
every description of estate, interest, and profit, present or 

vested or contingent, arising out of or incidental to 
property as above defined.” Jessel, M.R., said that if this 
argument was carried out to its logical conelusion, the 
result would be that, ifs man was elbctioctel 0 beaioupt, 
every claim, however unfounded, which could be made on 
his mst be determined, not by the 


; 


ordinary tribunals, 
but by the Court of Bankruptcy. For instance, if he made 
a claim to land in the possession of other (such as 


Court om ay oy oe try - of ejectment 
as neither the goods nex the poocsote of thei aale existed 
in specie, the claim against the brokers was simply for a 
debt due from them to the estate of the uidatiog debtors. 
There was no reason why, unless there were some special 
circumstances, such an action should be tried by the 





expedient that the jurisdiction should te exercised in this, 
case. James, L.J., said that the Legislature had given this 
large power to the Court of Bankruptcy, believing that it’ 
could trust it not to exercise it in any case in which it wag 
not clearly expedient that it should do so; and he added 
that the express provision of section 98 of the Act, that ‘if 
any person on examination before the court admit he ig: 
indebted to the bankrupt, the court may, on the application 
of the trustee, order him to pay to the trustee” the amount» 
admitted, was apparently inconsistent with the notion that 
it was intended that, in any other case but that of a debt 
admitted upon an examination under section 96, the Court 
of Bankruptcy should try a simple action of debt. The. 
decision of the Chief Judge was accordingly affirmed. 





Proor in BANKRUPTCY—DeEpT FOR ILLEGAL CoNsmrra- 
TION—BeEtTTinc TRANSACTION— MONEY LENT TO PAY A Losr 
Bet—5 & 6 Wit. 4, c, 41.—In a case of Ex parte Pyke, 
decided by the Court of Appeal on the 16th inst., the- 
question arose whether a sum of money lent to a person 
who has los! a bet on a horse race, to enable him to pay the. 
bet, is a debt for an illegal consideration, and therefore in- 
capable of being proved in the bankruptcy of the borrower. 
The Act, 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 41, was relied upon to show that. 
the consideration for the debt was illegal. That Act (after 
reciting the Act of Anne, c. 14, which provides that all’ 
notes, bills, bonds, property, mortgages, or other securities 
or conveyances whatever, given or executed by any on or 
persons whatsoever, where the whole or any part of the con- 
sideration should be for any money won by gaming or play- 
ing at cards . . . or other game or games whatsoever, 
or by betting on the sides or hands of such as did game at 
any of the games aforesaid, or ‘‘ for the reimbursing or re- 
paying any money knowingly lent or advanced for such 
gaming or betting as aforesaid, or lent or advanced at the 
time and place of such play to any person or persons so 
gaming or betting as aforesaid,” should be utterly void) 
repeals that provision, and enacts in lieu of it that the 
securities referred to shall be deemed to bave been given for 
an illegal consideration. In Ex parte Pyke a bankrupt had, 
before his bankruptcy, employed an agent to make bets for 
him upon some horses which were to run in races. The 
horses lost the races, and the bankrupt then asked the agent 
to lend him the money to pay the bets. The agent agreed 
to do this, and he himself paid the bets in the settling at 
Tattersalls. The bankrupt gave him promissory notes for 
the sums which he had paid, and after this was adjudicated 
a bankrupt. The agent tendered a proof in the bankruptcy 
for the amount which he had paid, as money lent to the 
bankrupt and money paid for his use at his request, stating 
that he had received no security for the debt except the 
promissory notes. The trustee in the bankruptcy re- 
jected the proof, on the ground that the promissory notes 
had been given for an illegal consideration. The Court of 
Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and James and Bramwell, L.JJ.) held 
that the Act did not apply, and that the proof must be 
admitted. Jessel, M.R., said that the thing aimed feed 
the Act was the lending of money to carry out the ill 

urpose of gaming—the lending of money for the purpose of 
betting. The object of the Act was to deter persons from 
assisting in the commission of the illegality. Here the illegal 
thing had been completed, the bet had been made and lost, 
and the money was only lent to enable the loser to pay the: 
debt of honour which he had contracted. That was not 
within the Act, which was a penal one, and ought to be 
construed strictly. This point has been in effect decided 
before, but we believe there is no reported decision of the 
Court of Appeal with regard to it. 


re 


Execuron—Inrerest ON BALANCE IN HIS Hanps— 
SreciaL CrrcumstaNces—Omission TO Move to VARY 
Cur Cieex’s Certiricatz.—In a case of Gilbert v. 
Price, heard by the Court of Appeal on the 18th inst., it. 
was sought to charge an executor with interest at five per 
cent., instead of four per cent., upon moneys belonging to 
the testator’s estate in his hands, upon the ground that he 
had pend corte dealing with them, The chief clerk 
by his found that there were no specia! circum 
stances, and that interest ought to be charged at the rate 
of four per cent. No motion was made to the certi- 
ficate, but upon the hearing on further consideration it 
was the certificate 
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the evidence before the chief clerk showed that there were 

ial circumstances justifying the charging the executor 
with interest at five per cent. The Court of Appeal 
(Jamee, Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.), affirming a de. 
cision of Hall, V.C., held that, as no motion had been 
made to vary the certificate, the finding of the chief clerk 
could not be disturbed. 


Sonam 


PRACTICE—PRIORITY oF CouNsEL BEHIND THE Bar.— 
On the 17th inst. the Master of the Rolls etated that his 
practice in reference to the priority of motions behind the 
bar was as follows :—To call first on the gentleman in 
the centre of the first row, and then to go right and left, 
there being no priority according to seniority, but merely 
from the position occupied in the court, though as a rule, 
of course, @ junior generally gave place to a senior. When 
the motions in the first row were concluded, then any 
gentleman behind the bar could move, no matter where he 
happened to be sitting. 


PracTicE—DEMURRER NOT SET DOwN—Costs oF ACTION— 
Orpek oF CoursE—RvutEs oF Court, 1875, orp. 28, zr. 6.— 
4n a case of Motion v. Entwistle, before the Master of the 
Rolls on the 17th inst., an application was made by the 
defendant for liberty to sign judgment for the costs of the 
-action, as he had demurred to the statement of claim ; the 
demurrer had not been set down within the ten days re- 
quired by ord. 28, r. 6, and a summons for liberty to amend 
had been dismissed, with costs. The Master of the Rolls 
stated that, under the above order, no order of the court 
qas required to sign judgment for the costs, but that, as 
ander the old practice, the order was “ of course.” 





TrusTEE —IuprorpeR Conpuct—Costs.—In a case of 
Bowks v. Andrews, heard by Fry, J., on the 18th inst., 
‘the action was brought by a newly appointed trustee 
under a will against the continuing trustee, to compel the 
latter to give an account of the trust estate. The action 
had been preceded by a long correspondence between the 
parties and their solicitors, the greater part of which was, 
in the opinion of the court, wholly unnecessary. The 
plaintiff, too, as the court held, had asked more than he 
was entitled to, and the defendant had refused to furnish 
‘the accounts which he ought to have rendered. Pleadings of 
ome length were delivered on each side. Fry, J., held 
that the plaintiff was entitled to an account, but declined 
to allow out of the estate to either the plaintiff or the de- 
‘fendant any costs of the action up to and including the 
trial, beyond the costs of an ordinary short cause without 
ny pleadings. Andhe directed that the taxing-master, 
in taxing the costs, charges, and expenses of the trustees, 
‘not being costs of the action, should disallow the costs of 
the correspondence, beyond the costs of two letters on each 


‘side. 





Pustic Rigut or WaY—Extinction sy Necessary Im- 
PLICATION—SavInG CLAUSE IN GENERAL StatUTE—INcoN- 
‘SISTENT PROVISION IN SuBsEQUENT SPECIAL Act—GENRRAL 
Prer anp Harsour Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vict. c, 45), 3.11, 14. 
—Inacaseot The Corporationof Yarmouth v. Simmons, decided 
by Fry, J., on the 20th inst., the plaintiffs had, under the 
powers conferred on them by a provisional order of the Board 
of Trade, made in 1874 under the authority of the General 
Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, and confirmed by an Act 
passed in 1874, constructed a pier at Yarmouth in the Isle 
of Wight. The effect of the pier, as constructed in accord- 
‘ance with the plans deposited with the Board of Trade, was 
entirely to shut out the public from access to the sea shore 
through a street called Bank-street, that access having ex- 
isted before the construction of the pier in 1876. The de- 
fendants alleged that the inhabitants of the town had been 
entitled to this right of access from time immemorial, and, to 
assert this right, they removed a part of the fence of the 

pier, so as to obtain access to the shore by passing from the 
street on to the pier and from thence on to the shore, and 
they threatened to remove oe that portion of the 
pier which adjoined the street. The action claimed an in- 

unction to restrain the defendants from doing this. The 


and it was contended on behalf of the defendants that a 
public right of way could not be extinguished, except by 
express words. Reliance was also placed on sections 11 and 
14 of the General Act of 1861, which, it was contended, 
contained general reservations sufficient to include the 
alleged right of access. Fry, J., held that a public right 
could be extinguished by necessary implication as well as by 
express words, and he said that the existence of the right 
claimed by the defendants was physically inconsistent with 
the construction of the pier in the way shown on the de- 
ae plans. The right must therefore be taken to have 

mn extinguished. He thought that the saving clauses in 
the General Act did not apply in terms to the right alleged, 
bat, even if they did, inasmuch as they would be inconsistent 
with the powers conferred on the plaintiffs by the subse- 
quent provisional order, the latter must prevail. The right 
was extinguished, and a perpetual injunction must be 
granted against the defendants. 


AppEAL—SgcurITY For Costs—Bonp ok Parmznt oF 
Money into Court—Orp. 58, n.15.—In thecase of The Nan- 

tyglo and Blaina Iron Works Company v. Grave, application 

was made on the 22nd inst. to the Court of Appeal (Jessel, 

M.R., and James and Bramwell, L.JJ.), that security might 

be given for the costs of an appeal. It was stated that the 

parties had agreed upon an order, similar to that which was 

made in The Phosphate Sewage Company v. Hartmont (L. R. 2 
Ch. D.811, 20 Soxicrrors’ Journal, 603), that security should 

be given to the amount of £150, either by a bond for that 

sum with two sureties or by the deposit of £150 in court, 

and that the proceedings upon the appeal should be stayed 

until after the security,had been given. The court said that, 

if the parties had agreed to take the order in that form, it 
would be made immediately, but suggested that the simplest 
plan would be to deposit the money in court, and that there 

might be a difficulty and further expense might be incurred 
if the parties could not agree upon the sureties. The 
motion being an original one in the Court of Appeal, if the 
parties could not agree they would have tocometo the court to 
determine the question of the sureties, inasmuch as the Court 
of Appeal has no officer like a chief clerk, or a master, to 
whom it can refer such a matter. It was observed by coun- 
sel that this matter did not appear to have been considered 
when The Phosphate Sewage Company v. Hartmont was 
before the court, and Jessel, M.R., said that, in future, the 
Court of Appeal would probably think it right to make such 
orders simply for the deposit of money in court, without the 
alternative of giving a bond. 


PracticE—Propucrion oF Documents—Court Rotis.— 
In a case of Owen,v. Wynn, heard by the Court of Appeal 
on the 22nd inst., a question arose as to the right to the 
production of the court rolls of a manor. The plaintiffs 
alleged themselves to be the owners in fee of a farm, and 
as such they claimed to be entitled in fee to a piece of mountain 
land which they said formed part of the farm, and over 
which they had exercised acts of ownership by pasturing 
sheep there, and they claimed an injunction to restrain the 
defendant from interfering with theirrights. The defendant 
alleged that the piece of land in question did not form part 
of the farm, but that it was part of the waste of a manor, 
and was vested in him in fee as lord of the manor. He said 
that by the custom of the manor the plaintiffs, as being 
freehold tenants of the manor, were entitled to a right of 
pasturage over the land, and that this right explained the 
alleged acts of ownership which the plaintiffs had exercised 
over the land. The plaintiffs denied the existence of the 
manor, and denied that the land formed part of it, if it 
existed. The defendant was called upon to make an affidavit 
of documents relating to the matters in question in the 
action, and in his affidavit he specified (inter adia) the court 
rolls of the manor, but he objected to produce them, on the 
ground that “they related exclusively to his own title, 
and did not relate to, or tend to support, the title of 
the plaintiffs.” The plaintiffs moved for an order for the 
production of the court rolls, and it was contended on their 
behalf that the case was governed by Warrick v. Queen's 
College, Oxford (L. R. 3 Eq. 683), because, according to the 
defendant’s own showing, the 
manor, Bacon, V.C,, adopted this view (26 W. R. 553) 
and made the order. The Court of Ap 





provisional order contained no express words authorizing the 
Plaintiffs to obstruct the access from the street to the shore, 


and James and Bramwell, L.JJ.) discharged 
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They said that in Warrick v. Queen's College, Oxford, the 
plaintifis claimed to be tenants of.» manor, and it was 
that they were tenants, the only . ion being 
what \was the extent of their rights:as That was 
entirely different from the present ease, in which the:sole 
question was whether the land belonged to the plaintiffs or 
to.the defendants, and what the plaintiffs -really wanted to 
do-was to see the defendant's title deeds before the trial, in 


: 


y 
right we are not entitled to see these documents ; but, if we 
we may be wrong, let us see them now. 


Cee 


Arpzat ror Costs—Costs rn Discretion or JupcE— 
JupicatuRE Act, 1873, s. 49.—In another case of Roweliffe 
v. Leigh, heard the same day, the preliminary objection was 
raised to an appeal that it was an appeal for costs only, 
the costs “being by law left to the disoretion of the court.”’ 
To this it was replied that the judge had not really exer- 
cised his discretion in the matter, and that, therefore, section 
49 of the Act did not apply. Jessel, M.R., said that this 
was immaterial. Section 49 only meant to describe a 
particular kind of costs—i.c., costs as to which the judge 
was entitled to exercise a discretion ; and, even if it was 
possible for the Court of Appeal to ascertain whether he 
had in fact done so, that could make no difference with re- 
gard to the right of appeal. 





Practice—Morion ror New Triat Rerusep sy Divi- 
stonaL Court—AprraL—ActTIoN COMMENCED IN CHANCERY 
Drvision.—The case of Hunt v. The City of London. Real 
Property Company was again mentioned in the Conrt of 
Appeal on the 22nd inst. The action was commenced in 
the Chaneery Division and was attached to the court of 
Hall, V.C. The defendants gave notice to have the 
action tried by a judge and jury, and it was set down in 
the general list for the Middlesex Sittings, and was tried 
before Field, J., when a verdict was found for the plaintiff. 
The defendants moved before a divisional court for a new 
trial, but the court refused to hear the application, on the 
ground that it onght to have been made to the judge who 
tried the action {vide L. R. 2 Q. B. D. 605). The defend- 
ants then applied to the Court of Appeal, who held (26 
W. R. 37, L. R.3 Q. B. D. 19, ante, p. 32), that the divi- 
sioral court had jurisdiction, and ought to have enter- 
tained the application, and remitted the matter to them. 
The application having been heard by the divisional court, 
the defendants desired to appeal from their decision, and 
on the 22nd inst., B. B. Rogers applied to the Court of 
Appeal for directions as to the entry of the appeal, whether 
it should be entered as an appeal from the Chancery Divi- 
sion, Or as an 1 from one of the common law divisions. 
He said that the practice with regard to appeals from the 
common law divisions is to enter the appeal as coming from 
that division in which the writ was issued, and, therefore, 
as this ac'ion was commenced in the Chancery Division it 
was difficult to see how it could be entered as an appeal 
from either of the common Jaw divisions, though the deci- 
sion to be appealed from was, in fact, given by one of 
these divisions. It appeared, however, that the court 
which gave the decision was then sitting as a divisional 
court of the Queen’s Bench Division, and, this being so, 
the court (Jessel, M.R., and James and Bramwell, L.JJ.) 
eaid that the appeal should be entered as from the Queen’s 

Bench Division, 








Mr. Edmund Macrory, of the Northern Circuit, has been 
@ ected « bencher of the Middle Temple. 


On Wednesday, Mesers. Fox & Bousfield offered for sale at 
the Mart, thirty £100 shares in the New River Company 
(fally peid op). Onsubmiteing the property, the auctioneer 
stated that the income of the company last year was £15,000 
more than the year, and that the present income is 
double what it was twelve years ago. The shares offered 
were all readily purchased at £320 each, representing a 





Obituarp. 


SIR WILLLAM SNAGG. 

Sir William » knight, Chief Justice of the colony 
of British Guiana, died at Clevelands, » ON the 
17th ult. The late Chief Justice, who was one of the oldest 
members of the Colonial Judicature, was the son of the late 
Mr. William Snagg, of the Island of St. Vincent, where he. 
was born in 1806. He was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Hilary Term, 1829, and had spent the greater. 
= of bis life in the West Indies. He was appoi 

icitor-General of Grenada in 1855. In 1856 Pe a 
Chief Justice of Antigua and Montserrat, and in 1859 he 
was appointed-a member of the council of the latter island, 
and was knighted by patent. In 1868 he became Chief 
raw of ae teen which oo he retained until 

is death. Sir W. Snagg has been three times married, and 
his third wife survives him. 


MR. EDWARD PRESS. 


Mr. Edward Press, solicitor, died at his residence, Castle 
Meadows, Norwich, on the 15th inst. Mr. Press was the 
son of the Rev. Edward Press, and was born at Burnham 
Broom in 1801. He was admitted a solicitor in 1826, and 
formerly carried on business at Hingham, having been for 
some time clerk to the Hingham “Board of Guardian, and 
superintendent registrar for the district. About tw 
qos ago he removed to Norwich, where he practised unti 

is death. Mr. Press was a perpetual commissioner for the 
county of Norfolk and city of Norwich, and since 1858 he 
had been coroner for the Norwich Division of the county. 
During his fifty years’ tenure of the office he had been 
highly respected in the district for the ability and patience 
with which he discharged his judicial duties. Mr. Press 
was also clerk to the trustees of the Norwich and Walton 
Turnpike Roads, He was an active member of the Liberal 
party. 





Appututurents, Ete. 


Mr. Atrrep Joun Morton Batt, solicitor, of Stroud, 
Minchinhampton, Painswick, and Nailsworth, has teen 
elected (without opposition) Coroner for the Stroud and 
Cirencester Division of Gloucestershire, in the place of his 
father, the Jate John Garlick Ball, Esq. (who had held the 
office for nearly fifty years). Mr. Morton Ball was admitted 
a solicitor in 1875, and at once became a partner with his 
father. He has for several years acted as deputy-coroner for 
the division, and had the hearty support of almost every 
a man in the division, both legal and medical, in 

is election. He is also appointed deputy-registrar of the 
Stroud County Court. 


Mr. James Reaper Wuite Bros, barrister, has been 
appointed Recorder of the Borough of Abingdon, in succes- 
sion to his father, Mr. Thomas Bros, who has resigned. 
Mr. J. B. W. Bros was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1866, and practises on the 
Oxford Circuit, and at the Gloucestershire and Berkshire 
Sessions. 


Mr. Ricnarp Witttam Forp, solicitor and notary, 
of Portsmouth, Southsea, Gosport, and Havant, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Hampshire, for 
taking the acknowledgments of deeds by married women. 


Mr. Joun Harvey Hooper, solicitor and proctor (of the 
firm of Hooper & Hooper), of Worcester, has been a ted 
by Lord Penzance, ter of the Faculties, to be a Notary 
Public for the city and district of Worcester. 


Mr. John Jones, solicitor, of Wrexham, has been appoinved 
a Perpetual Commissioner for Flintshire and Denbighshire 
for taking the acknowledgments of deeds by married 
women, 

Mr. Joun Gronax Mixzicay, solicitor, of Alston, has been 
appointed Secretary and Treasurer to the Haltwhistle 
rict Conservative Association in South Northumberland.. 


Mr. Joun Tuonwuit Mortanv, M.A,, solicitor, of 





premiam of £230 per cent. 


Abingdon, has been appointed a Magistrate tor thas borough. 
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Mr. Morland is the ‘son and partner of ‘Mr. George Bowes 
Morland, of Abing@on. He was educated at Harrow, and 
at Trinity C ; Cambridge, where he graduated in 1860, 
and he was adm @ solicitor in 7863. “He was Mayor of 
Abingdon in 1874 and in 1875; and a few months ago he 
succeeded his father in the office of Clerk of the Peace for 
Berkshire. 


Mr. Franx Rowisy Parxue {of the firm of Sharpe, 
Parkers, Pritchard, and Sharpe, of 41, Bedford-row, and 3, 
Old Palace-yard, Westminster) has been appointed a Per- 

al Commissioner for taking the Acknowledgments of 
Deeds to be exeeuted by Married Women in and for the 
county of Middlesex and cities of London ’and Westminster. 

Mr. Joun Ricwarvson, solicitor, of Thirsk, has ‘been 
appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at that place, in 
snecession to his partner, the late Mr. Joseph Arrowsmith. 
Mr. Richardson was admitted a solicitor in 1841, and is also 
clerk to the Thirsk Highway Board, and to the Commis- 
sioners of ‘Taxes for the Birdforth and Hallikeld Divisions, 
and to the Thirsk Association for Prosecution of Felons 
and Misdemeanants, 

Mr. Witt1am Avucustus Way, solicitor, of Portsea, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Hampshire 
for taking the acknowledgments of deeds by married 
women. 

Mr. Bengamin Francis Witu1ams, barrister, has been 
sppointed Recorder of Carmarthen, in succession to Mr. 
Benjamin Thomas Williams, Q.C., who has been elected 
M.P. for the borough. Mr. B. F. Williams is a graduate of 
St. John’s College, Cambridge, and was called to the bar at 
the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1867. He practises on 
the South Wales and Chester Circuit and the Glamorganshire 
gare and he is one of the revising i for 

eshire. 


Mr. RicHarp WitutaMs, solicitor (of the firm of Williams, 
Gittins, & Taylor), of Newtown, has been appointed a 
Perpetual Commissioner for Montgomeryshire for taking 
the acknowledgments of deeds by married women. 


Mr. Epwarp Henry W1x1tow, solicitor, of Colyton and 
Seaton, has been elected Clerk to the Seaton Local Board. 


Suctetites. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The annual general court was held atthe hall of the In- 
corporated Law Society, Charcery-lane, on Thursday the 
23rd inst.. Mr. Desborough (chairman), and “Messrs. 
Tylee, Kelly, Parkin, Sawtell, Ram, Carpenter, Proudfoot, 
Sidney Smith, Hedger, C. Burt, B. F. Watson, J. Anderson, 
Rose, W. Lovell, and Boodle (secretary) being present. It 
appeared by the report that thirty-one cases of widows and 
children of deceased members had, during the past year, 
been relieved by the distribution among them of £1,430; 
that, during the same period, fifteen cases of non-members’ 
widows children had received the sum of £147 10s. ; 
and that the association possessed a capital of £33,896; 
also that eight members during the past year had died, of 
whom four were life members and four were annual 
members, and that twelve new members had joined the 
association. ‘The following officers were elected, viz.— 
president, Lord Hatherley ; vice-president, Lord Chelms- 
ord ; treasurers, Mr. Lawrence Desborough and Mr. 
Edward Tylee; and auditors, Mr. Samuel Bircham, Mr. 
Joseph Lucas, and Mr. Alexander James Murray. A vote 
of thanks ‘oo :the chairman and directors terminated the 
proceedings. 





a 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 
The usual a, meeting of this society was held at the 
Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening last, 
the 21st inst., Mr. J, Willis Mills in the chair. A resolu- 
tion P unanimously accepting an invitation of the 
United Law Students’ Society to hold an inter-debate with 


em. 
evening's discussion 


‘trastees, charged nevertheless in aid of his personal estate 
‘and‘iu- exoneration of his other real estate with the payment 
‘ofall ‘his just debts and testamentary 


expenses. Thereisa 
on ‘the whole of testator’s property. ‘Will the 
direction in: the-will throw it on the restduary real-estate ?’” 
the references being 17 & 18 Vict.c. 113; 30 & 31 Viet. 
c. 69, and 40 & 41 Vict. c. 34; Brownson v. Lawrence (L. 


R. 6 Eq.'1); Nelson v. Page (i. R. 7 Eq. 25); and Sackvild 
v. Smyth (L. R. 17 Eq. 153). Mr. R. C. and ‘Mr. 
G. H. Bower the affirmative and Mr. the 


negative. At the conclusion ofthe debate the chairman 
summed up, and the question on being put to the vote, was: 
decided in the negative. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


A meeting was held at Clement’s Inn Hall on Wednesday 
the 22nd inst, Mr. E. C. Rawlings in the chair, to discuss 
the ee mo the proposed reform iu the bank- 
ruptcy law is insufficient to meet the economic i 
ments of society.” Mr. J. Eustace Smith ‘the 
debate, minutely criticizing the proposed alterations to be 
made in the bankruptcy law. He especially pointed out 
that the Government Bill transferred the powers at present 
existing in the trustee to an uncontrolled and irresponsible 
committee of inspection ; that the unsatisfactory system of 
proxies would still be carried on ; and that the same mistake 
which had been made in the Bankruptcy Act of 1869— 
with regard to the bankruptcy of Members of Parliament— 
had also been committed in the new Act. Mr. Ward, on 
behalf of Mr. Stuart Wortley, opposed, and was supported 
in his view by Mr. ibald. On the other hand, 
Messrs. Collyer, Owen, and Hadley spoke in favour of the 
affirmative. The chairman, having briefly summed up, put 
the question to the vote, when theaffirmative was carried by 
a majority of eight, 





LAND TRANSFER. 


Tue following letters haveappeared in the Times, “G.T. J.,”” 
writing from Lincoln's Inn, says:— 

Lord Selborne, in his letter which appears in the Times 
to-day, complains that the present Lord Chancellor's Bill 
for Land Registration omitted the provision in his (Lord 
Selborne’s) Bill, making the registration of titles compul- 
sory, which was, as he says, the keystone of his Bill. With 
the above exception, however, Lord Selborne’s Bill was 
substantially the same, as to registration, as the Lord 
Chancellor's. 

The objection which exists to making registration com 
pulsory is, that no system of registration has yet been dis- 
covered which can be relied upon as working satisfactorily 
as regards safety and economy; and until the public are 
satisfied that such a system has been discovered it would be 
the height of rashness to make any experimental scheme 
compulsory. Such an attempt, instead of simplifying and 
facilitating the transfer of land, would paralyze the whole 
system. 

The Lord Chancellor's measure has been ‘ound in prac- 
tice to be as great a failure as Lord Westbury’s, not becaute 
itis not compulsory, tut becanse there are objections tothe 

stem which ude solicitors from recommending it to 
their clients for adoption—objections which only those who 
understand its details are aware of. I need only instance thie 
by a case of my own, 

Ashort time ago I purchased a small property which had° 
at very considerable expense, been placed on the register. 
I settled the conveyance myself to save expense, so that 
the question of expense was tried at.an advantage ; but I 
found that my solicitor’s bill (a moderate one for the work 
done) was larger, and the delay greater, than if the title had 
never been on the register, This arose partly fram the 
necessity of making a journey to the Land we Office on 
every occasion. Many of these visits I made myself beeause: 
from having been for the last 25 years a strenuous advocate 
for the amendment of the law relating to the transfer of 
land, I was desirous of aseertaining how the Act worked. 

And yet this unworkable measure is the measure which Lord 
Selborne would have made, and tried to make, compulsory. 

I know of many cases in which thetitle having beem 

cleared and put on the » parties have been desirous 





The question appointed for the 
was“ A testator devises certain residuary real estate to 


register, 
of removing it from the register (and if this course coald be 
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adopted, I am confident that the registrar’s business would 
be largely increased); but there are at present difficulties in 
the way of this. ‘The present Lord Chancellor’s Bill had in 
it a provision enabling this to be done, but it was withdrawn, 
asI understood at the time, at the instigation of Lord 
Selborne. 

Mr. John Whitcombe writes :— 

I trust that the committee of the House of Commons to 
be eppointed on Mr. Osborne Morgan’s motion will lose 
no more time b proposing impracticable schemes for ‘‘ re- 
gistration of title,” but will proceed at once to the com- 
paratively easy task of establishing an efficient “ registry of 
assurances,” which will at least prevent the repetition of the 
Dimsdale frauds. 

The Middlesex and Yorkshire registries should be im- 
proved, and similar registries established in other counties. 
A better system of indexing should be devised, by reference 
to locality as well as names, and, above all, it should be pro- 
vided that no unregistered deed shall affect a purchaser, either 
with or without notice. 

Such a registry would not only prevent fraud by secret deeds 
but a to some extent simplify titles. The doctriné 
of constructive notice—a fertile sourceof expense and 
trouble—would be excluded, and solicitors and conveyancers 
would find it to the interest of their clients to keep the regis- 
tered deeds as short and simple as possible, inserting trusts 
and complicated provisions in separate unregistered instru- 


ments, binding on the parties, but not affecting purchasers. 





| Pew Orvers, Ete. 


EXTRADITION. 


The Gazette of May 21 contains the text of a treaty con- 
cluded 14th of August, 1876, between her Majesty and the 
President of the French Republic for the mutual extradition 
of fugitive criminals. The crimes for which extradition is 
to be granted are— 

1. Counterfeiting or altering money, and uttering counter- 
feit or altered money. 

2. Forgery, counterfeiting, or altering and uttering what 
is forged, counterfeited, or altered. 

3. Murder (including assassination, parricide, infanticide, 
and poisoning) or attempt to murder. 

4. Manslaughter. 

5. Abortion. 

6. Rape. 

7. Indecent assault, acts of indecency even without 
violence upon the person of a girl under twelve years of age. 

8. Child stealing, including abandoning, exposing, or 
unlawfully detaining. 

9. Abduction. 

. Kidnapping and false imprisonment. 


igamy. 
Wounding or inflicting grievous bodily harm. 
. Assaulting a magistrate, or peace or public officer. 
Threat by letter or otherwise with intent to extort. 
. Perjury or subordination of perjury. 
. Arson. 
. Burglary or house-breaking, robbery with violence. 
Fraud by a bailee, banker, agent, facter, trustee, or 
director, or member, or public officer of any company, made 
criminal by any Act for the time being in force. 

19. Obtaining money, valuable security, or goods by 
false preteners, including receiving any chattel, money, 
valuable security, or other ty, knowing the same to 
have been unlawfully obtain 

20. Embezzlement or larceny, including caer, any 
chattel, money, valuable security, or other property, know- 
Sing thn auane t boo hesm-emenied ob stelen 

21. Crimes against bankruptcy iaw. 

22. Any malicious act done with intent to endanger 
persons in 2 railway train. 

Pe Malicious injury to property, if the offence is indict- 

e. 

2%. Crimes committed at sea :— 


(a) Any act of depredation or violence by the crew of 
British or French vessel another British or pe 


veese), or by the crew of a forcign vessel not 
Seapler eomidebinvegeiectilthh antendh oaciie, Get 


(6) The act by any person being or not one of the 
of a vessel of giving _ over rags Lada — 

(c) The fact by any person bolas or not one of the crew 
of a vessel of taking possession of such vessel by fraud or 
violence, 

(@) Sinking or destroying a vessel at sea, or attempting or 
arin ty do so. = 

e) Revolt or conspiracy to revolt by two or more persons 
on boarda ship on the high seas against the authority of 
the master. 

25. Dealing in slaves in such manner as to constitute an 
offence against the laws of both countries. 

The extradition is also to take place for participation, 
either as principals or accessories, in any of the aforesaid 
crimes, provided such participation be punishable by the 
laws of both the contracting parties. 

By article 5 it is provided that no accused or convicted 
person shall be surrendered, if the offence in respect of 


which his surrender is demanded shall be deemed by the 


party upon which it is made to be a political offence, or to 
be an act connected with (connexe a) such an offence, or if 
he prove to the satisfaction of the police magistrate or of 
the court before which he is brought on habeas corpus, or 
of the Secretary of State, that the requisition for his sur- 
render has, in fact, been made with a view to try or to 
punish him for an offerce of a political character. 


The Gazette of May 21 also contains an order in 
council directing that the Extradition Act, 1870, shall have 
effect in the colony of Victoria. 


———— 


Leqtslattaw of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

MAY 16.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Brirtxts.—Soarborough Corporation Water, 
Limerick Corporation Gas, Scarborough Water, Pacific 

Steam Navigation Company, and Preston Tramways. 
Exementary Epvucation Provistonat Orper ConrtrMa- 
tion (Lonpon). Exementary Epucation Provisiona 
Orpers ConrirMaTION (Birmincuam, &c.). Customs 

AND INLAND REVENUE. ' 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Facrorres AND WorksHoPs. 
MAY 17.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
ADULTERATION oF SzEps Act AMENDMENT. 


BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Customs AND INLAND REVENUE. 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Patvate Bitt.—Truro Water. 
Marrmontat Causes Acts AMENDMENT. 


MAY 20.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Petvate Bitts.—London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway (Various Powers), Merrybent and Darlington 
Railway. 
Loca Government Provistonat Orvers (Anrinapon, &c.). 
Pustic Works Loans. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Partvatz Bir1s.—Nottingham Water, Pegwell Bay Re- 
clamation, Lewes Gas, Lea-bridge District Gas, Scar- 
borough Water, and Dalton-in-Farness Local Board. 


BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Avvutrenation or Sseps Acr (1869) Ammnpunr. 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Customs AND InLanp Revenvz, 


MAY 21.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Paivate Bitts.—Midland Railway, Croydon Tramways, 
Great Northern Railway gpa to Lincoln), Hemel 
Hempsted District Gas, Kingston-upon-Hall Docks, 
London and South-Western Railway, North British Reail- 
way, and Stoke-upon-Trent Corporation Gas, 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 





Pawvare Bitts.—Fergus River Reclamation, South 
Staffordshire Water, West Houghton Local Board, Liverpool 


nee enna estheeacraemsckvedgae er eee ets 
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Improvement, Forth Bridge Railway, and South Hants 


“Water. 
Apvurreration oF Szeps Act (1869) AmznpMeEnT. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
MAY 17.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Biru.—Bradford Tramways. 
MAY 20.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitu.—Trowbridge Water. 

Locat GoveRNMENT ProvisionaL Orpers (ARTISANS’ AND 
Lazovrers Dwettines). Loca Government Provi- 
sional Orpers (DarENTH VALLEY AND Bztrer Union, 
&c.). Watcx Cases (Hatt-Manxine) (referred to 
select committee). 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
WesTon-surER-Mare IMPROVEMENT CoMMISSIONERS. 





Zeqal News. 
It is stated that the decision in the Hertford College case, 
js not to be appealed. 
Two election petitions have been filed at the Common 
Pleas Office in reference to the recent double: return for 
South Northumberland. 


In the House of Commons on the 16th inst., in answer to 
Puleston, the Solicitor-General said that a Bill to regulate 
the liabilities of employers and workmen was in course of 
preparation and would shortly be introduced. 


In the House of Commons on the 16th inst., Mr. P. Wynd- 
ham called attention to the inconvenience arising from holding 
certain assizes for the northern counties at Manchester. It 
was not fair that Carlisle prisoners, for instance, should be 
taken to Manchester to be tried. A poor man residing in 
Carlisle might be willing to sacrifice half a day for the 
purpose of giving evidence as to the character of a prisoner 
if he were tried in Carlisle, but it would be a very different 
thing to undertake a journey all the way to Manchester to 
give evidence. Another point for consideration in connec- 
tion with this matter was that if a man were tried for murder 
ina county where murder was a rare crime, or happened 
only once in three or four years, it was not likely that he 
would receive the sameconsideration from the jury as a person 
accused of murder in a county in every assize calendar of 
which there were four or five murders would receive from 


thejury. Mr. Cross said it had been suggested that prisoners |. 


should not be kept waiting for their trial longer than three 
months, and to carry out that view four assizes in the year 
would be necessary. It had been thought expedient to 
make experiments to see how far the holding of assizes 
more frequently could be carried out. He agreed with his 
hon. friend that it would not be at all fair to take Carlisle 
prisoners to Manchester to be tried, and his hon. friend 
might rest assured that that would not be the case. The 
question of grouping counties and the making of the best 
arrangements for the holding of criminal assizes was at 
present under consideration, and until some decision was 
arrived at on the subject he hoped the House would excuse 
him from going further into the question at the present 
‘moment, 





Zaw Students’ Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Finat EXAMINATION. 
April, 1878. 
At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination 
committee recommended the following gentlemen, under the 


age of twenty-six, as being entitled to honorary distinc- 


tion :-— 
1. Geo: Henry Pugh, who served his clerkship to 
nshalls & Parry-Jones, of get ge og Mr, 
essrs. Doy 


a — 

ackson, of West Bromwich; and le & 

F nna of London. ‘ 
2. Henry Arthur Dudding, who served his clerkship to 





Messrs. Brown & Son, of Barton-upon-Humber; and 
Messrs. Hicks & Son, of London. 

8. John Cartis, who served his clerkship to Mr. Charles 
Smith, of Great St. Helens, London. 

4. Alfred Harold Ruston, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Dawbarn & Wise, of March, Cambridgeshire ; and 
Messrs. Merediths, Robert2, & Mills, of London. 

§. Frederick Arthur Lake, who served ‘his clerkship to 
Messrs. Towle, Gilbert, & Son, of Nottingham. 

6. Thomas Richard Glyn, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Norton, Rose, Norton, & Brewer, of London. 

[The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have 
accordingly awarded the age: prizes of borks:— 

To Mr. Pugh, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Dudding, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
New-inn. 

To Mr. Curtis, Mr. Ruston, Mr. Lake, and Mr. Glyn, 
prizes of the Incorporated Law Society.] 

Arthur Armitage, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Dibb, Atkinson, & Braithwaite, of Leeds; and Messrs. 
Paterson, Snow, & Bloxam, of London. 

George Ley Bodilly, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
William Trythall, of Penzance ; and Messrs. Burton, Yeates, 
& Hart, of London. 

Henry James Gidney, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Wright & Barton, of East Dereham ; and Messrs. Johnston 
& Harrison, of London. 

Robert Thomas Griffiths, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. James & Bodenham, of Hereford; and Messrs. 
Roberts & Barlow, of London. 

George Charles Grubbe, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Remnant & Penley, of London. 

William John Storrow Scott, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. William Brewis Elsdon, of Newcastle-on-Tyne ; and 
Messrs. Pattison, Wigg, Gurney, & King, of London. 

William Cleeve Symons, jun., who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Borlase, Milton, & Borlase, of Penzance; and 
Messrs. Coode, Kingdon, & Cotton, of London. 

The council have accordingly awarded them certificates 
of merit. 

The examination committee have further certified that 
the answers of the following candidate were highly satis- 
factory, and would have entitled him to honorary distinction 
if he had not been above the age of twenty-six :— 

Edward Newton Fuller, LL. B. (would have been entitled 
to a prize.) 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 139 ; 
of these, 115 passed and 24 were postponed, 

By order of the council, 
E. W. Writramson, Secretary. 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London. 





Cuurt Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
OrveEr oF Court. 

Whereas from the present state of the business before the 
Vice-Chancellor Malins, the Vice-Chancellor Bacon, and 
Mr. Justice Fry, it is expedient that a portion of the causes 
assigned to the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins, and 
now standing for trial or hearing before his lordship, should 
be transferred to the court of the Vice-Chancellor Sir James 
Bacon, and for the purpose only of trial or of hearing be 
transferred from the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon to 
Mr. Justice Fry, Now, I, the Right Hon. Hugh MacCalmont 
Baron Cairns, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do 
hereby order that the several causes set forth in the 
schedule hereto be accordingly transferred from the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir Richard Malins to the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
James Bacon, and taken as causes assigned to the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir James Bacon, and be marked in the cause 
books accordingly. And I do further order that the same 
causes, when so transferred, be for the purpose only of trial 
or of hearing transferred from the Vice-Chancellor 
James Bacon to Mr. Justice Fry. But no order made 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Maling is to be varied 
reversed otherwise than by the Court of Appeal. And 
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order is to be drawn up by the registrar and ‘set up -in ‘the 
— offices of the yen Division of the ‘High Court 
of Justice. 

From the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins’ cause-bodk. 
Shroff v Albion Life Assurance Society Act 1877 L 229 
Hengier v Myers Act 1876 H 375 

Clark v Stocks Act 1878 C73 

Parker v Parker Act 1877 P 157 

Bardrick v Cumming Act 1878 B 20 

Renshaw v Rostron Act 1877 R 43 

Price v Price Canse 1872 P 196 

Hunt v Webster Act 1875 H 20a 

Green v Trive Act & motn for judgt 1876 L 225 

D Lioyd v Lloyd & Co Act 1876L 18 

Smith v Wheatcroft Act 1876 S 443 

Neame v Barling Act 1877 N 46 

O'Malley v Llewellyn Act 18780 55 

Wright v Gadsden Act 1878 W13 

Brewer v Fronde Act 1878 B 110 

Bather v Bather Act 1877 B15 

Galmoye v Cavell Act 1877 G 24 

Donamette-v La Mert Act 1877 D116 

Batti v Pilbrow Act 1878B11 

Johnston v Spratt Act 1877 J 35 





LONDON. 
Easter Sirtine, 1878. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
(Continued from page $72.) 

Q B 138 Rutherford, &Co (Nash & F) v The Gun & 

Shot & Grigivs Whercec Co limd (Janson, C & P; 

J. R. Tindale) SJ 
QB 139 Borrowman & Co (Plews & Co) v Free & Hollis (H 

Philbrick) SJ 


) 
CP 140 Gardiner (Waltons, B & W) v Warns (F Bradley) SJ 
Ex 141 Hallett (OW Ockes) v Soeiun B Robots) 53 ) 
CP 142 —— H hibeteen & Son (In 
ersoD 
CP 143 Australian Meat Tallerman’s Co, lima - 
royd & Co) v Smyth (F Rolt) 8J " - 
CP 144 Smyth (F Rolt) v Australian Meat Agency, Taller- 
man’s Co, limd (Learoyd & Co) SJ 
CP 145 eens, P & B) v Haywood (Bircham & 
Ex a te T Luscombe) v Harding & ors (Russell, 
Son & 8) (without jury) 
QB 147 go Py one amt, M & L) v Bunge & Co (Hollams, 


C) 
Ex 148 Horne & apr (Murray, H & Co) v Brocklebank 
(Elmslie & Co 


C P 149 Hogan & wife (W. B. Abbott) v Austin (Pawle & Co) 


Chy 150 Bordier & ors (S ) v Burrell (In Person) 8J 
Ex 151 eo HE Foord) v Wilson (Hollams, Son 


&C)§ 
Ex 152 — (Scott & B) v Bromley & anr (Bell, B & G) 


Ex 153 Marks (W Davenport) v Stringer (L W Greg 

C P 154 Lawson (Tucker, B & Co) v = poe (Collense C) 

QB 155 Thacker (Morley & 8) v Hardy (B Hutchinson) 
(without jury) 


(without jary 
x 1 Banks (Pitman & L) v Meyer (Lawrance, P & B) 
2 B 161 Upward (G A Ollard) v Evans ( ory, R & Co) SJ 
CP 16 = & Co) v Hyde (Hollams, Son & U) 


CP 163 Ye & Se (J F Trengrouse) v H A Ivory & 
QE its - sietioms, Ben & C) v Ralli Boss (Johnson, 
CP 16 Val de Travers alte Paving Co, lind (Ellis & 
Godteyy Bs Leelee Tramways Co, timed CH C 

Bi6 Cullwick (W Rewline) v Major & anr (F W Denny 
167 Fenwick & Co (Lowless & Co) v Cohen (Pyke, I & P) 


Pp 
SJ 
P 168 Lefevre (T Beard & Sons) v Reeder Hicks 
B 160 Middloton & Co (how. C he Co) v Obs aal & car 


Ex 170 Fastnedge # Wickens) v Patent Shaft & Axletree 


eae 





QB 171 Vandernee & Co (Simpson & C):v Campbell, ‘Robert- 
nf Cod R Cuidlen) 83 % 
Ex 172-Behr (C E ‘Goliring) v.Grant Brothers .& Co\(J J 


Ridley) 83 
QB 173 => oo & C) v Wilson, Son & Co. 
& Co 
QB 174 P. Serene sane echant Seaton tepaans Oe, 


& R) SJ 

QB 175 Same (Same) v The British ‘& ‘Foreign Marine In- 
——ee (Same) SJ 

QB 176 Noack (Goldberg &'L) v Dudley (J Haines) 

cP Mi ost (Smith, Davies & Co) v Puleston (H Kimber & 


0) 
CP 178 ae ee B) v Simson (Stibbard, G 


Ex 179 Bade (Ci ) v Radcliffe (C Williams) 
Ex 180 Same (Same) v Jacobs (Angell & I Terry 
QB 181 Wome (W Beck) v Anderson & ora (Hollams, Son 


CP 182 Lloyd (Farlow & J) v Pascoe (J T Moss) 
QB 183 F Gravé & Co & The London & South Western Ry 
sy aw Sons & J) v Page, Son & East (Waltons, 


184 Harris (J Croft) v Fulton (Carr, F & C) 
185 Browning (Fry & H) v Hallam (Rooks & Co) 
86 Weeks, trading, &c (W Butcher) v Weston (T H 


1 
187 McAndrew & ors (Lowless & Co) v Lawes (W re 
188 Oppenheim (W A Crump & Son) v Littledale & 
(Norris, A & C) SJ : 
QB 189 Southwark & Vauxhall Water Works Co (Bircham'& 
Co) v Quick (Hollams, Son & C) 5J 
Ex 190 Richmond (Robert King) v Rawlings (Drake & Son) 


SJ 

CP 191 Financial Co limd (Argles & R) v Edwards & anr 

yt, CRP; ¢ & B) 83 ‘ 

Ex 192 Hughes (Last & Sons) v Vickers (Smith, F & L) 

CP 193 Whitehead & anr (J G Shearman) v Thorntoa & 
Wife (L Barnett) 

QB 194 Wartski (J M Barnard) v Peto Bros (Wontner & Son 

CP 195 Hunt (H Montagu) v Knight (Hollams, Son & C) 

CP 196 Alcock (R Bridger) v Punter (G Lucas) 

Q B 197 Aste & ors (Plews & Co) v 2g haga & C) SJ 

CP 198 Allen (Morley & 8) v Lyell (Allin & G) (without 


jury) 
Ex 199 Huon 7 Allingham) v Beavan & ors (Janson, 
c 


Ex 200 Horsey (Collette & C) v Ide (SR more 
Ex 201 Baby (R S Gregson) v Heanley (Wilkins, B & F) 
Ex 202 Taylor (W T Hamlin) v Richards (W A Smith) 
QB 203 es Bradley) v Kreeft, Howard & Co (Stokes, 
CP 204 Seton & anr (Tucker, Blount & Co) v Withers 


(Whyte, C & P) 
QB 205 Price, trustee, & (Lewis, M & L) v Walker (Bischuff 
& Co) SJ 


Ex 206 Murrow & anr (Keene & M) v Brown (South & 8) 
QB 207 — (Ingledew, I & G) v Alston (Lumley & L) 


S 
QB 208 Collison (H Philbrick) vy Guedalla (J Raven & Co) 
CP 209 lente . anr (Ashurst, M C & Co) v Woolley 
HS Wils) 
QB 210 Hosese ("manuel & S) v Crooke (J H Johneon) 
Q B 211 Houneell Bros & Co (R & E Bastard) v London & N 
Western Ry Co (Bellamy, 8 & B) 
CP 212 Gerard (Cordwell & S) v Cooper (Goldberg & L) 
Ex 213 Hanbury (T W Starkey) v Woodley (Hogan & H 
QB 214 Welply (J ES King) v Buhl & Bernan (Alsop & Co) 


SJ 
CP 216 arom, (Shepheard & Sons) v Carlyon & anr (J B 
a 


Ex 216 Clarke (Harris & G) v Aspinall & anr (J O Meadows) 

Ex 217 Kitchin (Same) v Same (Same 

Ex 218 Lees (J P Poncione) v Putt (W Vant) 

CP 219 Norris (Pyke & M) v Hoperaft & Co (J Rae) 

QB 220 Beatty (Hollams, Son & C) v The Insurance Co of 
North America rae Sons & J) 8J 

QB 221 Gray & ors (C T Foster) v Tho Provident Clerks, &c, 
Association, limd womer & B) 

CP 222 Potter (H Sandford) v Hall & anr (Hollams, Son 


& C) 8I 
Q B 223 Tenson (J W Hickin) v The Plating Co, limd (W 
ter 


On 
CP 224 Valenta (Wragg & E) v Sawyer (Smith, 8 & C) 
QB 225 Griffiths Preioed & Sons) v Bramley, Moore & ors 
(Waltons, B & W) 8J 
QB 22% Charles, Tennant & Co (Plows & Co) v The Com- 
mercial Union Insurance Co Citas, Son & C) SF 
CP 227 Forbes geet yO ‘erson) 
Ex 228 Miller (K Pope) v Dobbin (J Barrett) 


(To be continued). 
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MIDDLESEX. 
Eastze Sitrine, 1878. 
ADDITIONAL LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 


P 623 Frantz Mead 
CP 52 Bell ra Fin) ¥ The Motropolitas ‘Ry By Co (RR 


Ex 526 rns (A cape) v Spooks i& A) 
aoe )v °W'Mackreth) 

Gray (J. Taylor, M &'T) v 5) Goa (Wy) 

nis Elmslie & ors (Elmslie, F & S).v Corrie 

529: Sercombe ol Robinson) v Owen ( 


é i (Swann .& Co) 1 
cn 
Pag Y&H ™ 
. 2 Rrnk D Hderton) v Bowen (G Thatcher) 
a v Breslauer A Wot 


Ex 537 , |; — ean (Barlow & R) v Raggett & Sons 
(F Taylor) SJ 


QB 538 Johnson (H Dinn) v Baggeley (W A Day) (without 


jury 
cP = Sheard Payton & J) v Mark (Kingsford & Co) 
QB 540 Munro & anr (J A Rose) NS eee Cw EL ote Phillips) 


CP 642 Pillett (HJ & T Child) v Bushnan (W H S Smith} 

Ex 543 Gibson & anr — A &°V) v Malcolm (CC 
Ellis Mundry & Co) 

Ex 644 oo (A Cayley) v Fenwick & anr C&P 


Ex 545 Borges (A R Pi v Oxtoby & anr (Farnfclds) 


Ex 546 Greaves (W F Morris) v Keene (F F Sma! _— 
QB 547 Casall (Crewe & A) Ma The Wimbl Local 


H Whitfield) 8. 
Ex 648 Jaccbeon (@.M Cooke) v ” Robinson & Fisher (RB 


Thom 
Ex 649 Wooloott CW Butcher) v Snodin (WF Ry OCW 
Ex 650 Hewer (J C Selby) v South Eastern Ry C 

Stephene) SJ 
Ex 6551 Job (C Mossop) v Shone (Chinery & A) 
CP 552 Cook (G M Weatherfield) v Meekham (S Price) 
Ex 653 Price & anr (J St George Wolseley) v Reed (W J 


Manbey) 

CP 554 Merckens (J Hand) v Peters & Co (J R Chidley) 

Ex 555 Carey (W 2 ‘wae v Great Northern Ry Co (Nel- 
80n. 

CP 556 Wightwick (Pyke & M) vy Thompson & wife (C W 


Ste 

CP 6557 Saber “y M Upfill) v Stevens (Burrows & ®) 8J 

QB 6558 Nelson (R Dawson) v Attenborough gare & T) 

Ex 659 Rowe (M G Maule) v Ross (Lane & 

Ex 560 Lombard Bank limd (E Tee) v Teinder re F Yorke) 

Ex 661 Burford (Wright & P) v Shackle (J.& — 

CP 562 Stanford (Kendal & C) v Hunt (Simpson & P) 

Ex 663 Fast (Scott, J.& P) v Thurmaston Terra M Motalive Brick 
& Tile Co(C J ander) 

Ex 664 Meech (Morten & C) v Barratt (Layton, Son - t) 

QB 665 Martin & anr (Noon & C) v Smith (Bicknell 

CP 666 Mosse (A.J Murray) v Locks (Watkins, Dk Co) SJ 

Ex 667 Harrison (Bicknell & H) v Jonas (In tow 8 

Ex 668 Edkins ipo oed & Son) v Webster (W oe 

Ex 669 Flockhart (Shaen & Co) v Clarkson ew I Pe) 

CP 6570 Redwood (Lewis & Whitebourne) v 


CP 671 Jones cw Rawlins) v Bridgmann & anr (G Badham) 
Ex 572 Grace & F Yorke) v Twemlow (W A Downing) 
Ex 6573 Carnegio (Lyne & H) v Walker & Co (Flax & Co) 


QB 574 a (J Raven & Co) v Lord Conyers (Darley & 


CP 676 Wetawrigh V Lewis) v Richardson (C T ) 
Cc 4 676 Stubbs am) ¥ Same (a0) Kits 
> oe Taylor (C 'V Lewis oe (c po 
pts Yaerriaht (Same) v Fonwick ere Ww Christm >. 

CP 5 Artizans ms Labourers & General Dwellings Co 
* urat, M & ©) v 8 wo" (Bolton & Co) 89 

CP 680 East London Water — Co (Bircham & Co) v 
Barber Pa H & V Vanderpump) 8 

QB 681 Bown i H Marshall) v pioebiiien District Ry 
Co (Baxter & Co) 

gs = 4 ¢ (Same) v ey oy 
‘oes, executrix (Same) v Samo 

QB 684 Wil Ad & enr (Young & Son) v Vernum (WJC 


Waller 
QB 685 re Co (Lumley & L) v Symons (RW Stac- 
QB 686 Bowring & Co (Same) v Coghlan (Waller, J&T) 
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QB 687 Leere (West, (K, A, & Co) v Beaton & anr (W 


cP 688 Hah & de Soyres) v (G H Finch 
Q'B 589 Reed Mabey) Walker & ant Lewin & Go)” 
Ex 590 Egan AW Ryle ) v Perkins (D W Pearee 


Ex 641 Noakes v Maguir } Richeroese: 
CP 592. Noakes Lage C1) » again , 
Ex 693 oy ee (Withall & C} v vase ¢ ors (Lewin 


& Co) 
CP 694 oe Finch) v Chamberlain & anr (W Eas-- 


Q B.595 Underhill rere <i H &C 
i 
e New a ern re’ Co 
© P 608 Willison (Tillyard & G) v Avlott (EE Rages) 
y v Ay. 
Ex 599 Thomas (A H ) v Vassar & anr & 
C P 600 Bozo Pe Bormo (Goo ope v Sclater & ieoeet Weer 
ouse & 
cP co mee W) by & L) v Kettle (B Hutchinson) 
Ex 602 sears San) vB cadena toa 
C P 603 Fordham f glia ee 
Ex 604 Hughes (Beaumont & v Bancks (J 
Ex 605 N Nicholle (Gersory & £62) neem. (Coode & , 
Ex 606 Barlow (Buchanan & R) v Hiscock & anr (F Lamb) 
Ex 607 Hees (W H W Lindus) v Rogers (J P ) 
CP 608 ton) v Howard (T W Parkes 
Q B 609 Ellbeguen (Lammy & L) v Do Galve C 


M 
Ex 610 Wiggin & Co (Matthews & S) v Duncan (Walton, B- 
& SJ 


CP 611 Caddick (J -& F Needham) -v Dent, Palmer & Co- 
(Freshfield & W) 

QB 612 Brighton & Hove apne ery Supply Association 
limd (Lewis & L) v Ffennel (Clennel & 

QB 613 Massingham (C T Foster raat E Jonson) 

Ex 614 Rose (Deane, C& oe v ebb) 

QB 615 Denis freres (M Abrahams Q) v The sAgricndtaral 
& Horticultural a Association, limd (A 


F Barnard) 
QB 616 Taste (Brownlow & H) v Sidaway (Van Sandau & 
Ex 617 De Robles (Deane, C & Cv) v Spiegel, sued, Se (CV 


CP 618 South ; a Co (W R Stevens) v Streeter 
Merchant & P) SJ 
Ex 619 yy (A Haynes & Sons) v Bateman (Woodbridge 


QB 620 = (Jas. Neal) v Derbyshire (Lewis, M & Co) 


CP 621 Shoreditch Guardians (Carey & Co) v Simpson & 
anr (Pearce & Son; A M a 

Ex 622 Meyer (W H Smith) v Boulden (T Noten) 

Ex 623 Glexier (RH Plater) v North Metropolitan Tram Co 


(H C Godfray - 
QB 624 The Duke of ord & ors (E Mirams) v Moojen 
(Walter & M) 

When actions are settled out of court the solicitors concerned 
are particularly requested to withdraw the pleadings, as great 
expense and uncertainty are occasioned to the suitors in other 
pert the maintenance in the list of actions not intended 
for tri 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


May 27.—Messrs. Baxter, Payne, & Lepper, at the Mart, 
at 2 p.m., freehold properties (see advertisemeat, p. 5, May 
4. 

May : Darvex & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., free- 
et pete (see advertisement, p. 5, May 11). 

May 29 esars. Epwin Fox & Bov ta bo at the Mart, at 
2 p.m., freehold Nemeon. (see advertisement, Pp 5 this week.) 

May 29. ~Messre. ORTON, TRIsT, Watney & Co, at the Mart, 

at 2 pam., freehold properties (see advertisement, p. 6 this 


week. 
May 29.—Meesrs. SLape & CHatuEn, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
teabold propecty (see advertisement, p. 6, May 11). 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
May 23, 1878. 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


5 t.Waly, "80,16 — perOnt., May, 89 
mean —- —mepdieney: woke 5 ere 4 per Cent, 
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GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 96§ Annuities, April, 85, 9% 
Ditto for Account, June 3,96§ | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Do: 3 per Cent. Reduced, 945 Ex Bills ,21000, 23 per Ct.7 pm. 
New 3 per Cenv., 954 Ditto, £500, Do, 7 pm. 
Do, 34 perCent., Jan, °94 Ditto, 2100 & £2¢c, 7 pm. 
Do. 2g perCent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 257 
Do 5 per Cent., Jan. '78 Ditte for Account. 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 


RAILWAY STOCK. 
Railways. 


Stock} Bristol and Exeter 
Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western .....eccosssseseees| 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock secccssssssssseees} 
‘Great North Li) i 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 
Great Western—Original....cc.cc-sessssessrerseeee] | 
Stock}Lancashire and Yorkshire ..........0000+ | 
London, Brighton, and South Coast.... 
London, Chatham, and Dover........0.++ 
London and North-Western ......00» 
London and South Western...,....0cesses- es 
Stock| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln se.seeseees 
oo Metropolitan 

-» District 
Stock] Midland 


Stock|North British 
Stock! North Eastern 
Sow: North London 

tock orth Staffordshire 
Brock! sou 



























































* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Messrs. Frederick Banbury & Sons are authorized by the 
Leeds Corporation to offer for subscription a second issue 
of £500,000 Consolidated Four per Cent. Debenture Stock, 
being a part of a total of £4,314,500. The issue price is 
£102, payable in three instalments, viz., £5 on application, 
£47 on June 15, and £50 on July 1. The debt is secured 
on the borough fund and borough rate, and on the gas, 
water, and market undertakings. 





BIRTHS. 


BRAMLEY.—May 22, at Claremont-crescent, Sheffield, the wife 
of Herbert Bramley, solicitor, of a son. 

Brown.—May 19, the wife of Thomas Brown, solicitor, Burford, 

PR a, ¢ a = 

NN.—May 21, at 25, Brunswick-gardens, Kensington, W. 

the wife of E. Julyan Dunn, barrister-at-law, of my ly 

ELcoop.—May 18, at 52, Bryanston-street, W., the wife of 
Edgar J. Elgood, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, prema- 
turely, of a son, stillborn. 

STREET.—May 14, at Beckenham, the wife of John B. Street, 
barrister-at-law, of a son. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fruway, May 17, 1878. 
Leader, William, and James Alfred Grainger, Queen’s chambers, John 
Dalton st, Manchester, solicitors. Mar 31 
TvurspaY, May 21, 1878. 
Fielder, George; and Edinand Sumner, Godliman 
solicitors. May 18 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fripay, May 17, 1876. 
Lamtrep ts Cuancery. 

Thames Steam Ferry Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented May 15, directed to be heard before the M.R. on May 25. 
Keene and Marsland, Mark lane, solicitors for the petitioners 

‘Thames Steam Ferry Company, Limited.—Petition four winding up, 
presented May 15, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on May 

Heritage and Co, Nicholas lane, solicitors for the petitioner 

Banbury and oie yoy 

ry am t lway y.—Petition for 
winding up, presented May 14, directed to be heard before V.C. 
May 25. Vanderpump, Gray's inn sq, solicitors for the 


Turspay, May 21, 1878. 

Limiren I» Cuancent. 
Bower’s Allerton Colleries, Limited —By an order made by the M.R. 
dated May 11, it was ordered that the above be wound up. 


st, Doctors’ commons, 


Limite 
dated May 10, it was ordered tha 
Derton and Co, Gray’s inn sq, solicitors for the 





Great Dyliffe Lead Mining Company, Limited.—V.C. Hall has fixed 
Monday, June 3, at 12, as the time and place for the appointment of 
an official liquidator é 

Home Investment Society, Limited.—By an order made by V.C, 
Malins dated May 10, it was ordered that the abo-e company be 
wound up. Brabant, Gray’s inn sq, solicitor for the petit vaers 

Leeds Confectionery Company, Limited.—Petition for windng up, pre- 
sented May 18, directed to be beard before V.C. Hall, on Friday . 
May 31. Patterson and Co, Chancery lane, agents for Walker, Lecds, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

Rock Ferry Skating Rink Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
the M.R. dated May 11, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Yielding, Great George st, Westminster, agent for 
Richardson ana Co, Liverpool, solicitors for the petitioner 

Sutcliffe and Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Malins, 
dated May 10, it was ordered that the above company be wound up, 

Clarke and Co. Lincoln’s inn fielés, agents for Brooks and Co, 
Ashton-under-Lyne, solicitors for the petitioner 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL, 
Fripay, May 17, 1878. 

New Rosewarne Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, presented 
= 10, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Princes 
Hall, Truro, cn Monday, May 27, at 12. Affidavits intended to be 
used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the 

"s office, Truro, on or before May 24, and notice thereof 
must at the same time be given to the petitioners or their solicitors, 
Hodge and Oo, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners 

County PauaTine oF LANCASTER. 
Tuxspay, May 21, 1878. 

Hill Top Colliery Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or 
before June 15, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert Harvey, Booth st, Man- 


chester. Thursday, July 4, at 11, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, May 17, 1878. 
ia Hill Friendly Society, Polden Hill, Shapwick, Somerset. May 
I 


Tuxspay, May 21, 1878. 
Amicable and Brotherly Society, Stapleford, Cambridge. May 16 
St. Augustine’s Working Men’s Sick and Benefit Society, Boy's school, 
Kilburn, May 15 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
TvuxgspayY, May 7, 1878. 
Graves, Thomas, Chelstield, Kent, Yeoman. May 30. Graves y, 
Graves, V.C. Hall. Alsop, Gt Marlborough st 


Lake, Mary Ann, Bemerton st, Caledonian rd. Junel. Harrison y. 


Sheldon, V,C. Malins. Hoyle, Rotheram 

Miles, George, Everiey, Wilts, Farmer, June 15. Miles v. Miles, 
M.R. Hitchcock, Chilterne 

Fripay, May 10, 1878. 

Allen, Henry, Worcester, Draper. June 12, Rylands and Sons, limd 
vy. Allen, V.C. Malins. Stallard, Worcester 

Campbell, James Charles, Catford, Gent. June 15. Campbell v. 
Campbell, V.C. Bacon, Wainwright, Staple ian 

Capper, Walter Edward, Almondoury, or Huddersfield, Bailder. 
June 19. Robertson v. Capper, Registrar, Huddersfield. Drake, 
Huddersfield 

Field, Hamilton, Red Lion Wharf, Upper Thames st, Wharfinger. 
June 14. Amos v. Field, V.C. Malins. Hopgood, Whitehall 

lace 

PA dl Jeremiah, Royal Mint st, Whitechapel. Fischer v. Gallavan, 
V.C. Hall. Obild, South square, Gray’s ion 

Jones, Richard Bevan, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Esq. June 4, Jones v. 

x, Lawson, Essex st, Strand 

Medler, William, Hevingham, Norfolk, Yeoman. June 10. Shreeve 
v. Medler, V.C. Hall. Overbury and Gilbert, Norwich ‘ 

Speechley, William, Marlborough terrace. Upper Holloway, Provision 
Dealer, June 15. Kealey v. Speechley and Searle v. Speechley 
V.C. Malins. Elliott, Verulam buildings, Gray's inn 

Willis, Septimus, Skipton, York, Ale Merchant. June 15. Willis v. 
Tempest, V.C. Malins. Paget, Skipton 

Tugspay, May 14, 1878. 

Israel, Hannah, The Crescent, Minories. June 6. Alexander v. Ash 
Israel, V.C. Bacon. Mewburn-Walker, Furnival’s ian 

Stott, Simon, Breckon Ridge, York, Farmer. June7. Verity v. Stott, 
V.C. Hall, Hammond, West Burton 

Watson, Amelia Fanny, Kingston-on-Thames, June 1. Brown vy. 
Nicholson, V.C. Hail 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
Faipay, May 10, 1878, 
Ashforth, Martha Morris, Arkley, Hertford. June 20, Hume and Co, 
Great James st, Bedford row 
Baker, Edmund, Chelmsford, Gent. June 24, Tadman, Gray’s inn 
place, Gray’s inn 
Baylis, Edward, Cheltenham, Accountant. Jaly 1. Palmer, Chel- 
tenbam 
Big&, Jobe, Noble st, Gresham st, Architect. July 8. Blake and 
ltine, Serjeant’s inn, Fieet st 
Bolger, Patrick, Royal Hospital, Chelsea, Quartermaster-Sergeant. 
Jane 24. Angel) sn4 Imbert-Terry, Gresham at, Bank 
Burton, Thomes floy, Winchester, Farmer, June 24, Bailey and 
White, Winchester 
on Theresa, Pendleton. June 25. Parker, Man- 
ohester 
Crowder, Catherine Erie, Waterloo, nr Liverpool. June 15. Brabner 
Court, Li 1 


Biliott, William, East Harling, Norfolk, Merchant. June 29. Salmon, 
Ons, Syne, Walsall, Licensed Victualler. June 15, Orump, Wal 


AwWweil, at 


; | Garnar, Mertio, Glengall grove, Old Kent rd, Gent, June 15. 
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a, Southampton. June 8 Walker and Co, King’s rd, 
Gray’s inn 
Jordan, William, Coronation eed Newington, July 9. Night- 
ao CWviltiam Trederiek ns +a a Gloucester. J 
Rev n U r. le 
- and 1 deg Great co st, ee we 3 
Lawrence, Walter Lawrence, Sevenhampton, Gloucester, Esq. 
6. Carr, St Mildred’s court, Poultry Sind Sted td 
Pincott, Rev William Henry, Bexley Heath, Kent. May 31. 
and Oo, Wardrobe place, ’ commons 
Piatt, “rs Raw gy rd, Licensed Victualler. 
Norfolk s' 
Bes, John, Donyatt, Somerset, Yeoman. 


Newbon 
Walker, 
May 22. Paull, Ilmin- 


pree, Barah Anne, Carmarthen. June1. Barker, Carmarthen 
, William, i aon Sa Painter. Jaly 8. Gustard, Usk 
Robinson, Joseph, Di Durbam, Farmer. July 1, Leadbitter and 
Co, ae tooo tes 
Blanche Elizabeth, Brighton. July 15. Paine and Co, Gresham 
Houre, Old Broad st 
Soot, Rev Robert Francis, Farnborough. June 30. Stephens and 
Stephens, Essex st, Stran 
, William, Beeston, “otts, Victualler. June 22. Burton and 
Co, Nottingham 
Webb, ‘sogg Ann, Slough, Bucks, June 12. Phillips and Randleford, 


Richard Herbert Martin, Church st, em Fishmonger. 
June 13. Perry, oe chambers, Basinghall s 

EsDaY, May 14, 1871. 
Aris, John, Canterbury, > July 15. Plummer and Fielding, Can- 


Barnicott, James, Taunton, Somerset, Bookseller. June 25, Channing, 
Taunton 
Beahe, Altres, Minciug lane, Tea Broker. August 7. Foster, 
Queen st pla 
meet so — Bolton, Lancashire, Innkeeper. July 13. Taylor 
n, Bol 
Carruthers, Richard, Crosby-upon-Eden, nr Carlisle, Esq. "July 1. 
Hough, Carlisle 
Cory, Samuel Burnett, Runham, Norfolk, Solicitor. June 22, Cory, 
Great Yarmouth 
— ve Laneham, Notts, Gent. Angust 20. Newton and Co, 
et fe 
Dnnt, Charles, Colchester, Tailor. July 1. Prior, Colchester 
, Musgrave James Bradley, Belgrave rd, Pimlico, Mejor 9th 
neers. May 31. bane 2 » Parliament st, Westminster 
Foster, Eleanor, ‘Ola Bolingbroke, Lincoln. July 1. Allison, Louth 
Foster, John, Tetford, Lincoln, Farmer. July 1. Allison, Louth 
Foster, Joseph, Belchford, Lincoln, Farmer. July 1. Allison, Louth 


June 12. 


— William, Skegness, Lincoln, Cottager. June 3. Bassitt, Wain- 


Hall, James Price, Dynevor rd, Stoke Newington, Banker’s Clerk. 
June 10. Greenfield, Abchurch lane 
Hargreaves, Thomas, Oakhurst, Lancaahire, Gent. Wright 
and Appleton, Wigan 
Hol nora, Red Great Horton, York. June 10. Peel and Gaunt, 


a tery Robert, Cropwell Bishop, Notts, Cottager. June 3. Bassitt, 


Hughes, Daniel, Bristol, Draper. June 17. Mary Brown, Oxford 
House, Bristol 

Hughes, Hannah, Budleigh Salterton, Devon. June 24. 
Gray’s inn sq 

Inchley, John meen, Nottingham, Gent. Aug 1. Woolley and Co, 
Loughborough 

King, Edward” Bolton, Chadshunt, Warwick, Esq. July 7. Walters 
and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

=, Beauland, Bradford, Woolstapler, June 17. 


Jane 10, 


Bowerman, 


Peel and Gaunt 
Lannoy, William De, Hove, Esq. June 24. Mackrell and Co, Cannon 
8t 


Lewis, Henry, Lanfabon, Glamorgan, Gent. June 8, 

Mainwaring, Rev Charles Henry, Whitmore, Stafford. 
Broughton and Uo, Crewe 

—— John, Lyme Regis, Dorset, Gent. July 16. Hillman, Lyme 


M remes Andrew, | Sateen Portsea, Cattle Dealer. June 12. 
Blake and Reed, Por' 
Normanton, William, "Staintand, York, Farmer, June 14. Long- 
om, Halifax 
Pemble, Barbara Robinson, Chatham. June 24, Etherington and 
Mann, Chatham 
Price, Thomas, Stock Exchange, Esq. June 10. Dawson and Co, 
Hart st, Bloomsbary sq 
on, » Shrewsbury. Sept 28. Palin and Co, Shrews- 
Smith, — Dunedin, New Zealand, Butcher. July 10, Hand, 
le 


eld 
George, South bank, Regent’s Park, Esq. June 24, ‘Curner, 
ville st, Piccadilly 
ase, ) Frederic, Henley-upon-Thames, Esq. Augl. Wightwick and 
es pion Towneley Hall, Lancashire, Esq. Aug3i, Bircham 
Parliament st, Westminster 
ty ag Acaciard, St John's Wood, Artist. July 10, Hird, 
Great Tichfield at 
illiams, Mary, Carmarthen. June 11, Phillips, Carmarthen 


Bankrapts. 
Fripay, May 17, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
mae, » Henry, Norfolk st, Strand, Pet Mey 11, Murray. May 31 at 
Elkin, Jacob Levi, Great Winchester st, Accountant. Pet May 14. 
Hasiitt, Moy 31 at 2 


Davis, 


June |. 








Hart, Herbert William, Blackman Borough, Baker, P. : 
J Brougham. May 28 ot jes Colliery Ow: ae 
av: emien, New st, ner. Pet m 
Matth ~ ig Pod iy seat Cross : a . 
ews, a ews, King’s rd 
Merchants, Pet May U4. Hazlitt. May 29 ny) : 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Brunton, William Ridde!l, Sydenham, Apothecary. Pet May 14. Pitt- 
Taylor. Greenwich, June 7 at 2 

— Elijab, Horbury, nr aaa Innkeeper. Pet May 13. 

Mason. Wakefield, May 30 at 11 

Donnell, Robert, Liverpool, Provision Merchant. Pet May 16. Cooper. 
Liverpool, May 29 at 12 

Harrison, Halifax, Foreman Mechanic. Pet May 14. Rankin. 

rast din, fim, Pe 
eeler, Edw: » Cua Manager. Pet 15. . 
Sheffield, May 29 at 12 ail . Rodgers 

Smith, Henry Hay, Leeds, Canvas Manufacturer. Pet May 11. Mar- 
shall. Leeds, June 5 at 11 

Smith, Joseph, Combmartin, Devon, Grocer. Pet May 14. Bencraft. 
Barnstaple, May 30 at 2 

Wentworth, Yon, Cambridge, Auctioneer. Pet May 14. Eaden. 
Cambridge, May 28 at 12.30 

ToxrspaYy, May 21, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debtst o the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Abbott, Joseph Henry, Bush hill terrace, Wandsworth, Greengrocer. 
= ya By om say Wandsworth, June AS, at ll 

Bayley, eri harles, Leicester, Manager. May 17. Ingram. 
Leicester, June 4 at 12 . 

Bennett, James, Kilton st, Battersea Park, Builder. Pet May 14. 

Willoughby. Wandsworth, June 7 at 11 

Harden, Charles, Summerhill rd, Tottenham, Auctioneer. Pet May 18 . 
Pulley. Edmonton, June 15 at ll 

Harrison, James, Moralus, Northumberland, Farmer. Pet May 18. 
Mortimer. Newcastle, June 1 at 10.30 

McDowall, John, Sb effield, Draper. Pet May 16, Rodgers, Sheffield, 
June 7 at 11.30 

Millar, William, Sheffield, TravellingDraper. Pet May 16. Rodgers.. 
Shefield, June 7 at 11 

Wilcock, Hannah, Jarrow, Boot Maker, Pet May 17. Mortimer. 
Newcastle, June | at 11.30 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, May 17, 1878, 
Cooke, Samuel Charles, Ocklynge, oes Schoolmaster. 
Jennings, George, Ockley, Surrey, Seed Merchant. May 6 
Pickup, Edmund, Bacup, Cotton Manufacturer. May 6 
Smith, Robert Henry, Sheffield, Steel Converter. May 9 


Torspay, May 21, 1878. 
Clarke, Edward Arthur, Plymoutd, Shoemaker, May 15 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 


FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frupay, May 17, 1878, 
Allport, Daniel, North Ormesby, or Midélesborough, Grocer. June I 
at 1.30 at offices of Hope, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 
Atkinson, Edward James, and Fenwick Yellowley Hediey, King st, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. June 3 at 11 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon. 
st. Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Bacon, George, Fakenham, Norfolk, Cabinet Maker. May 29 at 3 at 
offices of Cates, Swaa st. Fakenham 
Bailey, Edmund Roley, Workiogham, Berks, Linen Draper. May 30 
at 2 at Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st. Cooke, Workingham 
Bailey, Robert. Monmore Green, Wolverhampton, Miner. May 31 at 3 
at offices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Bailey, William, and Andrew Entwistle, Littlewood Cross, Bury, Coal 
Merchants. May 29 at 3 at offices of Grundy and Co, Union st, Bury 
Barons, Henry Lindon, Manchester, eman. May 30 at3 at odfices 
of Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. Carter, Austin Friars 
Barton, Edward, Birmingham, Grocer. May 29 at 3 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Barton, John, Chatham, ema May 29 at 11 at offices of Wymond 
and Norman, Ordnance terrace, Chatham 
Bennett, James, Cossington, seg Timber Merchant. May 31 at. 
12, at offices of Reed and Cook, King sq, Bridgwater 
Beytus, Juliue, and Rudolph Hahn, | South st, Finsbury, Merchants. 
June 6 at 2 at offices of Beyfus and Beyfus, Lincoln’s inn fields 
—_ J a. —— Groeer. May 29 at 4 at offices of Atkin- 
nm, Tyrrel st, 
Birkett, William, Crosagi}l Caton, nr Lancashire, Bobbin Turner. May 
80 at 2 at offices of Johnson and Tilley, Sun st, Lancashire 
Bourne, William, the elder, and William Bourne the younger, 
Droitwich, Worcester, “= . oy $1 at 12 at offices of Corbett, 
rae Hews, tid Ki Hull, Fishm: May 27 
Bowen, James Holliday, Mebane Hu onger. Ma 
at 3 at offices of Pickering, Par Parliamen jament st, Kingston-upoa-Hall, 
Summers, Hull 
Brown, Walter Horner, Leadenhall st, General Merchant. June 6 at 
8 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Mercer and Mercer, Copthall 


court, Throgmorton st 
Bumby, William, Leeds, Woollen ny 29 at 3 at offices o 


Bank cham! Park row, 
Carman, James, Widnes, neashire, Shoemaker. May 3! at 3 at 
offices of Gibson and Co, South John st, hn ool be BS a 4 


Catchpole, Alfred, Dy nr Cardiff, Ionk: 
at ottices of Morris ‘na — st, 

Church, John, Newport, Monmouth, Builder. May 31 at 12 at offices 
of Gibbs and Lg by place, Newport 

Cole, Charles Harry, U Southampton, Farmer. Jane 3 at 3 at 
offices of Shutte, P ‘st, Sou 

Coln, Louis, Cheetham, nr Manchester, Manufactarer. May 31 at 
— » Queen’s chambers, Juhn Dalton st, Man- 


May7 
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Collard, Albert John, Stanmore, out of business. June lat 2 at offices 
of Lewis, Fore st 
Cooper, Samuel Moule, Elwin st, Hackuey rd, Boot Maker. May 25 at 
12 at offices of the Debt Reeovery and Liquidation Co, Finsbury place 
Daniell, Charles Edward, Garnvach, Monmouth, Carpenter. May 29 ab 
the Griffin Hotel, Brynmawr. Harrie, T: r 
Darnell, Louisa, Blaby, Leicester, Schoolmistress. May 31 at 3 at 
offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Dobson, George, Great Grimsby, Basket Maker, May 29 at 3 at offices 
of Mason, Victoria st South, Great Grimsby 
Doyle, Arthur Robert, Leeds, York, Piumber. May 30 at 3 at offices of 
Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Drury, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. May 24 at 11 at offices of 
Spurr and Mayne, Market place, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Dutton, Ralph, Liverpoo!, Confectioner. May 31 at 2 at offices of 
Hughes, Hatton garden, Liverpool 
Edwards, Evan, Aberavon, Glamorgan, out of business, May 30 at 12 
at offices of Tennant and Jones, Aberavon 
Eynon, William Harris, Swansea, Printer, May 27 at 11 at offices of 
Thomas, York place, Swansea 
Foley, Thomas, Heckmondwike, York, Commission Agent: May 29 at 
11 at offices of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 
Fowler, Robert, Little Walsingham, Norfolk, Boot Maker. June 5 at 
12.30 at offices of Watson, Corn hill, Fakeoham 
Fry, Frederick William, Bristol, Grocer. May 31 at 12 at offices of 
‘Young snd White, Ciarest, Bristol. Stanley and Wasbrough, Bristol 
Farse, James, High st, Camden Town, Deal Furniture Manovfacturer. 
June 3 at 3 at offices of Brown, Goswell rd 
Goliman, Solomon, Kingsten-upon-Hull, Tailor. May 28 at 3 at offices 
of Chambers, Scale lane, Kingston-upon-Hall 
Graham, Thomas, Maryport, Cumberiaad, Joiner. June 6 at 3 at 
offices of Cartmell, Castle st, Carlisle 
Gray, Eliza, Ashton, nr Birmingham, Stationer. May 30 at 3.at offices 
of Duke, Temple row, Birmiegham 
Griffiths, Charles, Worcester, Agent. June 5 at 11 at offices of Corbett, 
Avenue House, the Cross, Worcester 
Grove, William, Upton-on-Severn, Worcester, out of business. May 
27 at 11 at offices of Tree and Co, High st, Worcester 
Guyil, George, Melmeroy, York, Innkeeper. May 31 at 11 at the 
Fleece Hotel, Thirsk. Waistell, Northa!lertoa 
Hadfield, Charles, Ashton-under-Lyne, Coal Merchant. June 4 at 3-at 
offices of Cobbett and Oo, Brown st, Manchester 
Hailstone, Richard Wilkinson, and Charles Leetham, Kin gston-upon+ 
Hull, Steamship Owners, May 24 at 2.30 at offices of Hsarfield, Old 
Exchange, Lowgate, Kingst»n-upon-Hull 
Hanley, Samuel Norman, Cable st, We'lclose eq, Draper. Jane 4 at 
2.30 at offices of Head, Bell st, Reigate 
Harris, William, Little tell alley, Moorgate st, Butcher. Mav 27 at 2 
at otfices of Quartly, Budge row, Cannon st. White, Queen st 
Cannon st 
Hawkes, Frederick, Birmingham, Butcher. May 31 at 3. at offices ot 
Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Hindle, Alexander, Barrow-in-Furness, Cab Proprietor. May 29 at 
2.30 at the Imperial Hotel, Barrow-in-Farness, Barrow, Barro w- 
in-Furness 
Horrocks, Henry, Bolton, Tripe Dresser. June 7 at 3 at offices of 
Dowling and Urry, Wood st, Bolton 
Horsfall, William, Manningham, York, Grocer. May 3l at 4 at offices 
of Atkinson, Tyrreil st, Bradford 
Horton, Thomas, Essington, nr Wolverhampten, Grocer. May 31 at 
11 at the Globe Inn, Mount Pleasant, Bilston. Bowen, Bilston 
Howell, Henry Brandon, Brompton rd, Builder, May 27 at 3 at offices 
of Rubinstein, Regent st, Waterloo place 
Hamphreys, Thomas, Longton, Grocer. May 29 at 3 at offices of Ten- 
nant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
Johnson, Samuel, Nottingham, Baker. June 3 at 12 at offices of 
Bright, Town Club chambers, Wheelercat2, Nottingham 
Jones, Onarles, Liverpool, Temperancs Hotel Proprietor. May 29 at 
3 at offices of Barrell and Rodway, Lord st, Liverpool 
Jones, Jobn, Ruabon, Denbigh, Licensed Victualler. May 31 at 12 at 
offices of Sherratt, Wrexham 
Kershaw, Thomas, Middlesborcugh, Plumber. May 29 at 12 at Abbott’s 
Hotel, York. Jackson and Jackson, Middlesborough 
Kersieke, George, Great Janes st, Lisson grove, Eating house Keeper. 
Jane 4 at 3 at offices of Davie, New inn, Strand 
Kewley, Wiliam Henry, Liverpool, Stationer. May 30 at 2 at offices 
of Harris, Union court, Liverpool 
Kiernan, Thomas Bernard, Manchester, Yarn Agent. May 31 at 3 at 
, 4 Ciarence Hote!, Piccadilly, Manchester. Farrington, Man- 
ter 
Leamon, Thomas, Heigham, Norwich, Corn Merchant. May 27 at3 
at offices of Gamble and Harvey, Gresham buililings, Basinghall st. 
Stanley, Norwich 
Leather, John, 8: Helen’s, Lancashire, Manaf:cturing Chemist. Jane 
6 at 2 at 14, Cook st, Liverpool. Evan and Locket«, Liverpool 
Lecomber, Charics Robert, Wood st, Bethnal green, Cabiuetmaker. 
May 24 a! 11 at offices of Deacon and Johneon, Ludgate hill. Hicks, 
Grove rd, Victoria park 
Lee, John, Wakefield, Joiser. May 20 at 3 at offices of Burton, Wood 
st, Wakefield 
Lewis, Lewis Thomas, Cadoxton-juxta-Neath, Glamorgan, Colliery 
Owner. Jane |] at tt at the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields. 
Simons and Piews, Merthyr Tydfil 
Lippett, Alfred Alonzo, Manchester, Traveller. June 6 at 3 at the 
Falstaff Hotel, Market piace, Manchester. Harris, ester 
Loxton, John, Lianelly, General Dealer. May 29 at 2 at offices of 
Mosely, Clare st, Bristol 
Mackey, Samuel, Barnsley, Fish Dealer. June 1 at 1 at offices of 
Freeman ley 
Marriots, Peekford, West Bromwich, Farniture Desler. May 30 at 
10.20 at offices or Topham, High st, West Bromwich 
Marshali, George, Norwich, Fish Salesman. May 30 at 12 at offices of 
Daly, Guildhall Upper Market, Norwich 
Marshail, John, Archer st, Packing case Mater. June 3 
at 3at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. , King st, Cheap- 


side 
Mason, Georse William, out of business. May 22 at 11 at 


Bedminster, 
the Artichoke Hotel, st Augustine's B cx, Bristol 





Mason, John, Liverpoo', Grocer. May 30 at 12 at offices of Culshaw, 
Lord st, Liverpool 

Matthews, John Edward, Purton, Wilts, out of business, May 28af 
11 at the Northgate Hotel, Northgate st, Gloucester. Lovett, Crick. 


lade 

Mitsbell, Andrew, Haswell, Durham, Tailor. May 29 at 2 at offloesof 
Wallace, Hutton chambers, Pilgrim st, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, 

Moore, William Daly, Neath, Glamorgan, Surgeon. May 27 at ll at 
offices of Davies, Alma place, Neath 

Morgan, Thomas, Bishop Auckland, Tavern Keeper. May 30 at 3 at 
offices. of Proud Market place, Bishop Auckland 

Morgan, William, Flaxley, Gloucester, Painter. May 31 at 11 at offices 
of Dighton, Miteheldean 

Moss, David, Leicester, Dealer in Yarns. June 4 at 3 at offices ot 
Harvey, Selborne buildings, Millstone lane, Leicester 

Murphy, Owen, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Publicam. Muay 24 at 2 at 
offices of Von Dommer, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Needler, Michael, Kingston-upon-Hull, Joiner. May 29 at 3 at offices 
of Laverack, County buildings, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston- 
upon-Hull : 

Nicholson, Charles, Batley, York, Chemist. May 30 at 3 at offices of 
Atkinson, Tyrrell st, Bradford 

Nicholson, Walter Wetherell, Manchester, Umbrella Manufacturer, 
June 3 at 2atthe Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Ingle and 
Co, Threadneedle st 

Orr, Mary Henrietta, Camberwell rd, Camberwell, Boot Manufacturer, 
May 28 at 10.15 at offices of Deacon and Johnson, Ludgate hill, 
Hicks, Globe rd, Mile End 

Owens, John, Penderyn, Brecknock, Shoemaker. May 29 at li at 
offices of Phillips, Canon st, Aberdare 

Feniston, William, Leeds, Butcher. May 29 at 3 at offices of Pullan, 
Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Percival, Wiliam Stelfox, Manchester, Grocer. May 30 at 3 at offices 
of Addieshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester _ 

Phillips, Char'es, Roman rd, North Bow, Gexeral Provision Dealer, 
May 27 at 10 at ottices of Biggenden, North buildings, Eidon st 

Pinney, Edward, New Clee, Lincoln, out of business, May 28 at 
12,:0 at the Royal Hotel, Cleethorpes rd, Great Grimsby. Summers, 
Hull 

Powell, Horace Harry, Ramsgate, Leather Seller. May 31 at 12 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Thomson, Ramsgace 

Pritchard, Edward, Steke-upon-Trent, Butcher. May 27 at 11.30 at 
offices of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 

Readshaw, William, West Hartlepool, Builder. June 4 at3 at offices 
of Wilson, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Rennolls, William. Henry, Bradford, Solicitor. May 27 at 2 at offices 
of Cox, Wellington chambers, Westgate, Bradford 

Richards, Samuel, Mosely, Worcester, Builder. May 30 at 3 at offices 
of Buller and Bickley, Bennett?s hill, Birmingham 

Richard, Anthony, Lairgate, York, Builder. May 27 at 11 at offices of 
Shepherd and Co, Lairgate, Beverley 

R oberts, Jobn, Liverpool, Grocer. May 31 at 12 at offices of Carruthers, 
Clayton sq, Liverpool 

Robinson, Joseph, Middlesborough, Tailor. May 29 at 2 at offices of 
Wilkes. Northgate, Darlington 

Romer, William, Keighley, York, Worsted Spinner. June 4 at 2.30 at 
offices of Robinson and Robinson, Keighley : 
Scales, Robert Henry, Ludgate circus, Club Proprietor. May 27 at2 
at Guildhall! Tavern, Gresham st. Toppin, Cloak lane, Cannon st 
Sheldon, Charles, Birm, out of business, May 25 at 10.15 at offices of 
East, Cherry st, Birm 

Shelton, William Edward, Greetham, Rutland, Publican. May 31 at 
11 at offices of eq mer St Paul’s st, Stamford 

Simmonds, James Edward Nation, St Paul’s place, Canonbury, Tobac- 
conist’s Assistant. May 24 at ll at 145,Cheapside. Philip, Badge- 
row, Cannon st 

Sly, Samuel, Bovey Tracey, Devon, Carpenter. May 29 at 11 at 
Magor’s Commercial Hotel, Newton Abbot. Whidborae 

Smith, Robert, Greenheys, Manch, Commercial Traveller. June 5 at 
3 at offices of March & Butterworth, Bank st, Manch 

Snibson, Richard, Clay Cross, Derby, Grocer. May 31 at 3 at offices 
of Cowdel!, High +t, Chesterfield 

Steele, George, Onneley, Salop, Innkeeper. June | at 10.30 at The 
Hermitage, Stafford st, Market Drayton, Pearson 

Summers, Henry John, Highbridge, Somerse’, Bric Manufacturer. 
May 28 at 12 at George and Railway Hoiel, Victoria st, Bristol. 
Brice, Bridgwater 

Suthers, Luke Harker, and William Suthers, Walsden, Lancashire, 
Cotton Spinners. May 41 at 4.30 at Star Hotel, Deansgate, Manch, 
Mallinson 

Taylor, Abraham, S:retford, Lancashire, Grocer. May 28 at 3-at offices 
of Bullock and Worthington, Kennedy st, Manca 

Taylor, Wiliam, Eaat Reiford, Nottingham, Butcher. May 27 at ll 
at offices of Marshall and Co, Chapel Gate, East Retford 

Thurstan, Arthur Edward, Sparkbrook, Warwick, Commercial Tra- 
= May 30 at 11 at offices of Willcock, Queen st, Wolverhamp- 


n 

Topham, Richard Warwick, Mannington, Bradford, out of business, 
May 30 at 3 at offices of Less and Uv, New Ivegate, bradford 

Townsend, Walter Charles, Newport, Monmouth, Commission Agent. 
May 30 at 12 at offices of Gibbs & Lieweilyn, Tredegar place, New- 


port 

Tubby, Alfred, Great Yarmouth, Fish Dealer. June 3 at 11 at offices 
of Rayson, Kegent st, Great Yarmouth 

Vine, Henry, Eye, Saffolk, Builder. June 1 at 1 at White Lion Hotel, 
Eye. Gross, Bury St Edmunds 

Walker, James, Dudley, Worcester, Beerhouse Keeper, May 30 a 3 
at offices of Travis, Church Jane, Tipton 

Walker, Lewis, and Lawrence Wa'ker, Stafford, Flint Grinders. June 
4 at 11 at offices of Young, High st, Longton 

Watson, Denis Lee, Manch, Sack Manufacturer. May 31 at 3 at offices 
of Sale and Co, Bowth st, Manch 

Weaver, John, Kidderminster, Worcester, Builder,, May 31 at 3.30 at 
offices of Miller and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 

Webster, Robert, Victoria rd, Surbiton, Grocer. May 30 at 4 at 5, 
Fenchurch buildings, Hillearys and Taylor 


Westmore, Charlies, and Mark Westmore, Newport, Isleof Wights. 


Bakers. June 4 at 11 at offices ot Joyce, Sea st, Newport 
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Wheeler, William, Kenton, near Hyde, Cattle Dealer. June 3 at 3 at 
offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 

White, Charles, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Porter Merchant. May 29 at 
2.30 at offices of Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

White, James, Lincoln, Farmer. Jane 4 at 11 at offices of Page, 
Flaxengate, Linco!n 

White, William, Birm, Coal Dealer, May 31 at 8 at offices of Duke, 
Temple row, Birm 

Whittle, John, Barrow-in-Furnes:, Butcher. May 28 at 3 at the Im- 

rial Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness. Wiliams 
illiams, William, Treha‘od, Glamorzan, Butcher. May 28 at 12 at 
offices of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 

Wilson, James, Birm, Bookseller. May 29 at 11 at offices of Harvard, 

. Waterloo st, B: 

Woodman, Robert, Brook st, Ratcliff. Grocer. May 25 at 3 at Lord 
Napier Tavern, London fields, Hackney. Biggenden, Wells st, 
Hackne' 

Worthinston, Samuel, Manch, Dealer in Fish. May 31 at 3 at offices 
of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manch 


Turspay, May 21, 1878, 
Adey, James, jun, and Afred Edward Adey, Trowbridge, Wilts, Woollen 
Cloth Manufacturers. June 10 at 12 at offices of Rodway and Co, 
Trowbridze 
Allpress, William, Ashmead rd, Upper Lewisham rd, Builder. June 3 
at 12 at offices of Powell, Pancras lane 
Atkinson, John, Shieldfield, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cabinet Maker. 
June 5 at 12 at offices of Fleming, Unionchambers, Grainger st West, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Ballard, Edward, Blackburn, Lath Cutter, June 1 at 11 at offices of 
Holland, Northgate, Blackburn 
Barcroft, Richard, Radcliffe, Lancashire, Manufacturing Chemist. 
June 4 at 3 at offices of Williams, Barton ‘arcade, Manchester. 
Grandy and Co, Bury 
Barker, Richard, and Richard Dawson, Guxholme, Todmorden, Cotton 
Manufacturers, June 4 at 12 at the Mitre Hotel, Manchester. 
Eastwoed, Todmorden 
Barraclough, Richard, Moriev, York, Innkeeper, June 4 at 3 at offices 
of Ridgway and Ridgway, Wellingtor st. Batley 
Battersby, Joseph, Blackpool, Lancashise, Shoemaker. June 4at3a 
offices of Blackhurst, Fox st, Preston 
Bell, William Ramshaw, Mason’s avenue, Basinghall st, Licensed 
Victualler. June ll at 2 atthe Cannon st Hotel. Wilkins and Co, 
St Swithin’s lane 
Benson, Thomas, Liverpool, Builder. June 3at 3 at offices of Yates 
and Co, Water st, Liverpool 

Beveridge, Peter, South Shields, Provision Dealer. Jane 3 at 11 at 
offices of Smith, Camden st, North Shields 

Bird, George Edward, West Jesmond, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant’s 
Clerk. May 31 at 11 at the Neville Hotel, Neville st, Newcastl e- 
upon-Tyne. Stewart, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Bridges, Albert, St Albans, Hertford, Ironmonger. June 6 at 3 at the 
George Hotel, St Albans. Annesley, St Albans 

Brook, Henry, Monk Bretton, York, Joiner, June 7 at 2 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Barnsley. Tyas and Co, Barnsle 
Broscomb, James, Norristhorpe, York, Joiner, June 3 at3 at offices of 
Chadwick and Sons, Church st, Dewsbury 
Buck, Charles, Red Lion st, Electre Gilder. May 29 at 2 at offices of 
Cooper, Chancery lane 
Buckley, Edward, Manchester, Chair Manufacturer. June 4 at 3 at 
offices of Sutton and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 

Cannan, James, and not Carman, Widnes, Lancashire, Shoemaker, 
May 31 at 3 at offices of Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool. 
Beasley, Widnes 

Carleton, Robert Wood, Lawford rd, Kentish Town, Licensed Victualler. 
June 5 at 2 at offices of Ernest, Queen st place. Buckler 

Charnock, George, Bingley, York, Grocer. June 4 at 10 at offices of 
Robinson and Robinson, Keighley 

Chartres, John, and Thornton Chartres, Rastrick, Hal'fax, Woollen 
Cloth Mannfacturers. June3 at 11 at the Queen Hotel, Market st, 
Huddersfield. Craven and Sunderland 

Clark, John Henry, Halifax, Provision Dealer. June 3 at 3 at the 
= and District Creditors’ Association, Parkinson’s chambers, 

radfor 

Clarke, Stephen Longman, Wells st, Hackney, Butcher. June 5 at 4 
at offices of Noon ané Clarke, Blomfield st 

Clarke, William, Eastwood, Nottingham, Tailor. Jane 5 at 12. at 
offices of Whittingham, Exchange walk, Nottingham 

Cleghorn, Louis, and Gustave Buhl, Burlington arcad+, Hosiers. 
June 13 at 2 at offices of Vallance and Vallance, Kssex st, Strand 

iow, Adolphus John Donathorne, Truro, Suddler, May 31 at 11 
at 5, Quay'st, Truro. Lobell, jan, Truro 
, Louis, (and not Coln, as erroneously printed in last Gazatte), 

Cheetham, nr Manchester, Hat Manufa:turer, Muy St at Sas 

offices of Hankinsan, Queen’s chamber:, John Dalton st, Man- 


Collier, Joseph, Bolton, Reed Maker. Jane 6 at 3 at offices of Grundy, 
Oxford st, Bolton 
Compson, Noah Brown, Stourbridge, Corn Dealer. June | at 10at 
offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 
» Joseph Chamberlaine, Painswick, Gloucester, Provision Mer- 
chant, June 6 at 2) at the Ram Hotel, Southgatest, Gloucester. 
Witchell, Stroud 
» Edward William, Abberley, Worcester, Miller. May $1 at 3 
atthe Hop Market Hotel, Worcester. Watson. Stoarport 
Coopman, Maurice, and David Parker, Leadenhall st, Provision Mer- 
chants. June 13 at 2 at offices of Blachford and Co, College hill, 


non Ft 

Cowley, William, Sunderland, Hotel Manager. June 12 at 11 at offices 
of Turnbull and Tilly, Chureh st, West Hartlepool 

Cr d, George » Weston-super-Mare, Joweller, June 1 at 
12 at the Bell Hotel, Gloucester. Smith, Weeton-super-Mare 

Crossland, Alfred John, Normanton, Provision Dealer, May 30 at2 at 
at offices of Marka, Townhall chambers, King st, Wakefield 

Crossley, James Hedworth, and Charles wow! Smith, Bradford, Stuff 
Merchants, June 8 at 3 atoffices of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 


bas Joseph, jan, South Raton place, Mannger to a Confectioner, May 


cos of Finney and Bruff, Chancery lane 








Drennan, Christina, Bolton, Confectioner. Jame 4 at3 at offices of 
Greenhalgh*and Cannon, Acresfield, Bolton 

Farrell, Edward Patrick. Liverpo>!, Groesr. Jane 4at2at offices of 
Lyon and Reynolds, Fenwick st, Liverpool 

Ferrier, William, Blackburn, Cab Proprietor, May 30at 11 at offices 
of Livesey and Talbot, New Marketst, Blackburn. Walton, Black- 


burn 

Finlinson, Charles James, Basingstoke, Stationer. June 3 at 2 at’4, 
Arthur st east. Max and Co, Adeiaide place, London bridge 

Geake, Susanna Tooley, Lamerton, Devon, Licensed Victualler, Jane 
6 at 12 at offices of Luxton and Johnstone, Bedford place, Tavistock’ 

Gibson, John, Sharlston, nr Wakefield, Shopkeeper. June 3 at3 at 
= of Wainwright and Mason, Townhall chambers, King st, Wake- 


Gorse, Jonathan, Bolton, E:tate Agent. June 4 at 3 at offices of Gor- 
don, Acresfield, Bolton 

Grossman, Simon, Mary Ann st, St George’s-in-the-East, Clothier. 
May 29 at 10.30 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Bas- 
inghall st. Dobson, Dake st, Aldgate 

Hand, Charles, Birmingham, Wood Turner, June4 at 11 at offices of 
Foster, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Hannington, Joseph, Byker, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Brick Mann- 
facturer. May 30 at 1! at offices of Harle and Co, Akensidé hil!, 
Naweastle-upon-Tyne 

Harding, Eaward, Birmingham, Draper. May 31 at 11 at officesof 
Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 

Hargan, David Amner, Blackheath hill, Kent, Watchmaker. May 31 
at 3 at offices of Scard and Son, Eastcheap 

Harris, Charles, Neath, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Juze 4 at 2 
at the Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Charles, Neath 

Higgs, Thomas, Little Somerford, Wilts, Blacksmith. Juse 4 at2at 
the Great Western Hotel, New Swindon. Foreman, Swindon 

Hildage, Thomas, Hu!me, Manchester, Boot Manufacturer. Jnne3 at 
% at offices of Mo.tershead, Victoria st, Manchester. Whitehead, 
Manchester 

Howard, Henry, Manchester, Stationer. Juns 5 at 3 at offices of 
Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 

Howorth, John, Barewise Mill, nr Todmorden, Cotton Manufacturer. 
June 4 at 11 at the Mitre Hotel, Manchester. Eastwood, Tod- 
morden 

Hudson, Thomas Crowther, Leeds, Woollen Merchant. May 31 at at 
offices of Burrell and Pickard, Albion st, Leeds. Simpson and 
Borrell 

Jenkins, Thomas, jun, Caerleon, Mon, Builder. June 5 at 11 at offices 
of Lloyd, Bank chambers, Newport 

Johannes, Charles, St George’s rd, Camberwell, Baker. June 7 at 3 at 
offices of Waring. Borough High st > 

J ohnson, Henry, Kingsten-opon-Hull, Grocer. June 6 at 2 at officesof 
Cook, Parli:ment st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Jones, William, Abertiliery, Mon, Draper. June6 at 1.30 at the Royal 
Talbot Hotel, Victoria st, Bristol. Morgan, Pontypool 

Laurie, Tromas, Liverpool, Draper. June 4 at 11 at offices of Green, 
Clayton sq, Liverpool 

Leagles, Gustave, Nottingham, Dye Manufacturer. June 5at 1! at 
offices of Press, Friar lane, Notticgham. Stevenson, Nottingham 

Lowe, Alexander Henry, Birkdale, Lancashire, Schoolmaster. June 
4at 2 at the Scarisbrick Hotel, Lord st, Southport. Wood and 
Hesketh, Southport 

Mantle, Henry, Lower Kennington lane, Lambeth, Cheesemonger. 
May 30 at 11 at offices of Bilton, Vassall rd; Camberwell New rd 

Mathew, Henry Richard, Little Tower st, Wine Agent. May 3! at 3 
at offices of West, Queen Victoriast 

Morgan, John, Wolverhampton, Labourer, June 3 at 3 at offices of 
Rhode:, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Mudd, John, Normanton, York, Waggon Bailder. Jane 4 at-2 at 
offices of Bond and Barwick, Albion place, Leeds 

Newton, James Coupe, Chesterfield, Rope Manufacturer. June 5 at 
12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Lecds. Gee, Chesterfield 

Nurse, Robert, and Edwin Phillips, Rhiwderin, Mon, Tin Plate Manu- 
facturers. June 5 at2 at the Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol 

Oakley, Robert, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Chemist. Jane 3 at 3 at 
offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Osborn, William, Sirmingham, General Dealer, May 29 at 10.15 at 
offices of East, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Peake, Joseph, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Boo:maker. June 1 at 2 at offices 
of Chester, Newington butts 

Pearce, Ebenezer John, Greenwich, Coal Agent. May 30 at 3 at offices 
of Kipping, Essex st, Strand 

Peirce, Thomas David, Llinelly, Brecon, Surgeon. June 4 at 3 at the 
Bear Hotel, Crickhowell. Browne, Brynmawr 

Perry, Charles James, Birmingham, Accountant. May 30 as 10.15 at 
offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Petherick, Henry, Bude Haven, Cornwal!, Ironmonger. June 3 atil 
at offices of Bray and Peter, holsworthy. Thorne, Barnstaple 

Pickup, James, Blackburn, Draper. June 4 at 3 at offices of Ricbard- 
son and Son, Booth st, Manchester 

Povey, Herbert, Longton, Stafford, House Painter. June3 at 11 at 
23, Commerce st, Longton. Adderley and Marfleet 

Rayson, William, Birmingham, Baker, May 28 at 12 at offices of Lad- 
bury, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Richardson, Frederick Edward, Newoastle st, Strand, Tobacconist. 
Jone 6 at 2 at offices of Hodgkinson, Little Tower st 

Robson, Michael, and Thomas Robson, Monkwearmouth. Durham, 
Boat Builders. Jane 4 at 12.30 at the Queen’s Hotel, Pilgrim st, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Skinver, Sunderland 

Robson, William, Loftus-in-Cleveland, York, Ironmoneer. Jane 3 at 
11 at offices of Jackson and Jackson, Albert rd, Middiesborough 

Rogers, Thomas, Drayton-in-Hayies, Stafford, Hay Dealer. June 3at 
iad at oltices of Pearson, the Hermitage, Stafford st, Market 

rayton 

Routledge, Daniel, Barrow-in-Farness, Bath Proprietor. June 4 at 11 
at the Commercial Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness. Taylor, Bar- 
row-in-Purness 

Rowlands, Heary, Stourbridge, Innkeeper. June 3atl0 at offices of 
Wall, Union chambers, Stourbr: 

Ryland, William, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. June 3 at 1) at offices 
of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Saywell, Stephen George, Birmingham, Grocer, June | at 1) at offices 
of Buller and Biekley, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
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Bellen, Elijah , Forest hill, Kent, Fancy Warehouse Keeper. June 1 

at ni “y Dolly's Hotel, Queen’s Head passage, Newgate st. Wymond 

and Norman, Chatham 

8 Richard, North Bersted, nr Bognor, Sussex, Beershop Keeper. 
June 5 at 12 at the Dolphin Hotel, Chichester. Lamb, Ship st, 


Brighton 

Shaw, Henry, Sheffield,Coal Merchant. May 29 at 3 at the Incor- 
porated ad > la Rooms, Aldine court, Sheffield. Broomhead 
and Co, Sh 

Sleigh, William, jan, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Wheelwright. June 
5 at 2 at offices of Johnson, Park st, Stockport 

Smith, John, Leeds, Builder. Mey 31 at 2 at offices of Walker, South 


de, 

Smith, Richard Lewis, Tonypandy, Rhondda Valley, Glamorgan, 
Tailor. June 3 at 12.30 at offices of Stephenson and Co, Queen’s 
chambers, Cardiff. Cooke, Pontypridd 

Southey, George, Collampton, Devon, Boot and Shoe Maker. June 
4at 12 at offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Burrow, Col- 


lumpton 

Spenceley, Robert. Ely, Plumber. June 4 at 2 at the Bell Hotel, Ely. 
Addison, Fore hill, a 

Spinks, Joseph Henry. bridge, Boot Maker. June 6 at 12 at offices 
of Ellison and Co, Alexandra st, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Stevenson, Jane, Southampton, Ironmonger. May 31 at 12 at offices 
of Edmonds and Co, Old Jewry. Coxwell and Co, Southampton 

Stott, John, Todmorden, York, Cotton Manufacturer. May 31 at 11 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Manchester. Eastwood, Todmorden 

Tait, James Selwin, Clarenden rd, Notting hill, Brewer. May 29 at 3 
at the Bridge House Hotel, London bridge. Sturt, Southwark st, 
Borough 


ug 

Taylor, Daniel, Derby, out of business. June 1 at 11 at offices of 
Flint, Full st, Derby 

Thornton, James, Cumberland, Coal Dealer, May 31 at 10 at offices of 
Dickinson, Holborn hill, Millom 

Thorp, Thomas, Hulme, Manchester, Manager of Advertising Co. 
June 6 at 3 at offices of Hankinson, Queen’s chambers, John Dalton 
st, Manchester 

Todd, William, West Hartlepool, Ship Owner, 
of Wilson, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Turner, John, Ardwick, Manchester, Boot and Shoe Dealer. 
at 3 at offices of Edwards, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Turtle, George Robert, and not Tentie, Southampton, Scrivener. May 
27 at 3 at offices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Waddington, John, Brsdtord, York, Commission Agent. June 3 at 2 
at offices of Spencer, Piece Hail yard, Bradiord 

Wade, Edward, Stockton-on-Tees, General Dealer. June 7 at 11 at 
offices of Garbutt and Fawcett, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Wasley, Matthew, Tooley st, Potato Merchant. June 13 at 3 at offices 

ing lane 


of Rae, Mincing 

Waterhouse, Richard Maudson, Adlingficet, York, Farmer. 
1l at the Reindeer Hotel, D t Newborn, Epworth 

Webb, Samuel, Maidstone, Smith. May 30 at 3 at 19, Worship st, 
Finsbcry. Fenton, Highgate 

Welsh, Mary Anne, Queen st, Hammersmith. June 5 at 2 at offices of 
Boggis, St Swithin’slane. Lowe, Scott’s yard, Bush lane 

Wheeler, Edward, Seaton Carew, Durham, Flour Merchant, June 6 
at 3 at offices of Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Wilkins, John, Wilton Park, Durham, Grocer. June 5 at 1! at offices 
of Proud, Market place, Bishop Auckland 

Wilkinson, George Edward, Watlington, Oxford, Grocer. June 3 at 3 
at 4, Arthur st East. Hughes, St Benet place, Gracechurch st 

Wilkirson, John, Higher Broughton, Salford, Plumber. June 5 at 3 
at offices of Farrar and Hall. Princess st, Manchester 

Wood, George, Bidborough, Kent, Miller. June 3 at 11 at offices of 
Burton, Dyott terrace, Tunbridge Wells 

Woolley, Joseph, Tipton, Stafford, out of business, June 3 at 12 at 
offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Woolstencroft, Matthew, Applewon, Lancashire, Grocer. June 6 at 3 
at the Central Hotel, Widnes. Farrar and Hall, Manchester 

Wright, Joseph, Clayton, nr Bradford, Worsted Spinner. June 4 at 11 
at offices of Wright and Waterworth, Devonshire bvildings, Keighiey 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pare Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Facalty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all punta, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTima A La VamILLe is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
a Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &e., by Chemists and Grocers. 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTERY. 


MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 


57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perlectly 
painless hg of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH nr ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pampbiet Gratis an4 Post-free. 


June 12 at 3 at offices 


June 3 


June lat 

















EDE AND SON 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 4 
To ietee e aceicieie e 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, xe. 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


EAS UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE © 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C, _ 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500,000 sterling. yi 

Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build-. 

ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemperton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor: 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted, 





The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which, ~ 


is free from all conditions. 

The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, 

Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balange 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 


FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary, 
a REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 





24, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, W.C. 


Cuarnman—Alfred H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Deroty-Cuairman—H, Cecil Raikes, Hsq., M.P. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferre® — 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent In— 
terests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security*of Reversions, 

Annuities , Immediate; Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endow- 
ments granted on favourable terms. : 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


be had at the office, 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


"HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms eus— 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Derosirs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal, 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

B111s issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates anp Puncwasys effected in British and foreign cccustiiel 
— India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same 

en. 4 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realize? 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. HOMSON, 


"Og ey ky E.—Two Light and Lofty © 
Rooms on Ground Floor to be Let, rent £100. Three : 
one very large, to be let on half-Ground Floor, rent £75; orf 
suitable for a company, rent £:00; also three Rooms on half. 

floor, rent £75.—Apply to Messrs. Cuirrenien & Co., 38, Ohancary- 
lane, or to the Porter, 40, Chancery-lane. 











BANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION AND DEFAULTERS 
IN THE LEGAL PROFESSION, 


PRIZE ESSAYS. 


O LAW STUDENTS and OTHERS,.—A carefub 
examination of the ‘‘ Law List,’ 1877, reveals the fact that 7 
per cent. of the 155 London Solicitors under letter ‘“* D’’ have, some once, 
some twice, figured discreditably in the “Gazette.” Ought thereorought — 
there not to be some easy acc2ssible means by which the 93 per cent. — 
and 7 per cent. may be distinguished? The foregoing question having 
been brought before the House of Commons,and numerous letters having. 
appeared in the London Press, 81n Henry Peex has reprinted the corres-- 
pondence, and offers prizes of 30, 20, and )0 guineas respectively for the 
three best Essays on the porate and remedies adverted to. ith this. 
object he has asked Mr. ¥. K. Muwron, Solicitor, of 3, Lambeth Hill, 
eon Victoria-street, E.C. (the writer of some of the letters), and Mr. 
ear Evunert, Accountant, of 17, St, Switbin’s-lane, E.C., to act ae 
arbitrators, and those gentlemen having consen necessary funds 
have been ted in their hands, , STAVELEY Hitt, Q,0. MP. 
has — to act as Umpire, should the Arbitrators differ.—Fu 
particulars 7 had on application to D., Sir Joseph 
and Sons, 47, cheap, EC, 








